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INTRODUCTION 


6 a get the Labor Union point of view of the Moscow “Red” 

Union International Congress before the workers of Ca- 
nada and the English-speaking world this pamphlet is pub- 
lished. 

Joseph Knight, delegate from the One Big Union of Cana- 
da (the only other delegate from Canada to this Congress) 
has lectured throughout Canada for several months under the 
auspices of the “Canadian Famine Relief Committee for the 
Drought-Stricken in Soviet Russia.” Like certain other “Red” 
Union Congress delegates favoring the Communist political 
party program of control over Labor Unions, he has used time 
paid for out of funds collected from those sympathetic to the 

*= “Labor Union First” program as well as those favorable to 
3 political party control over Labor Unions, to spread political 
party propaganda and to attack “Labor Union First” advo- 
cates—in every respect as favorable to Russia’s revolution 
yes and the relief of her starving people as any political party 
s group. For more than two months after his return to Canada 
y from Russia the author of this report did not communicate 
SX. with the organization represented by him in Russia. Joseph 
Knight was given every opportunity to do his duty as a col- 
lector of funds for Russia’s starving people without being 
compelled to answer criticism. It was felt that completion 
of this Famine Relief Fund. lecturer’s tour would be a time 
more appropriate for calling the attention of the workers of 
Canada and the English-speaking world in general to his 
peculiar attitude toward the Burning Question of Unionism 
4, that “split” the “Red” Union Congress. That time, however, 
_ 4. is here, for lecturers having their expenses paid from Famine 
ot Relief Funds are spreading propaganda meant to destroy the 
__S independence of the Labor movement. 
YS Let the workers learn, from documents published by labor 
III. 


politicians, how these labor politicians would destroy Labor 
Unions! 

Quakers (Society of Friends), 20 South Twelfth street, 
Philadelphia, U.S. A., have carried on relief work in Russia 
for several years, with approval of the Russian Soviet govern- 
ment, and without interference in political or other questions. 
Russian Famine Relief funds also may be sent through the 
Manchester “Guardian” or the New York “Call,” among other 
agencies, with every assurance that rio part will be used for 
“education” of North American workers along either Labor’ 
Union or political party lines, and that all will go to the re- 
lief of sufferers in the land where a Workers’ Revolution — 
first shook the world. 

This report is submitted to Edmonton district, Lumber 
Workers’ Industrial Union of Canada, which permitted its 
author, 4 newspaper man, and other members of the One Big 
Union to transfer their cards when the Lumber Workers’ In- 
dustrial Union of Canada withdrew from the One Big Union 
following elimination from its preamble of the declaration that 
“as sellers of Labor power the workers are compelled to or- 
ganize industrially”’ Edmonton district gave hint credentials 
instrueting him to represent it at the Moscow “International 
Union Congress” with “voice and vote.” 

Efforts will be made to “stamipede” various Labor organ- 
izations inte endorsement of the “Dead”Union International 
before their members read published declarations of its official 
pall-bearers. Those believing in control of Labor Unions from 
the bottom up, rather than from the top down, will think 
twice before permitting Labor Politicians to carry out their 
plots. 

The “British Columbia Federationist,” a Labor paper finan- 

eally entbarrassed by the industrial “slump” and now receiv- 
ing financial support from Communist political party sources, 
provides one of the finest examples of this effort to “stam- _ 


pede” Labor. “General Convention of Lumber Workers for ce 


Red International: Gordon Caseaden Is Repudiated—Edmon- : 
ton Local Suspended Owing to Carl Berg’s Activities” are two- — 
rv, a 


column, left side of top of page one, headlines: in its issue of 
Jan, 20, 1922. 

This news story reports “delegates being present from sev- 
eral of the eastern and northern branches” at “the general con- 
vention of the Lumber Workers’ Industrial Union of Canada.” 

Then follow references to the “Red” International, Berg 
and Cascaden. Here are ALL the references to the “Red” In- 
ternational, Berg and Cascaden, in this news story: 


“At the Monday forenoon sesston the recommendation from 
the Coast Branch calling upon the General Organization ‘+o 
affikate immediately with the Red International of Labor Un- 
ions came up for discussion. A very lengthy debate on the 
question ensued. The delegates from the Eastern Districts, 
who previously had not had an opportunity to discuss. the 
question, showed their keen interest by the very ‘thorough 
manner they discussed the question, always keeping in mind 
the effect that this move would have on the organization. To- 
wards the close of the Monday afternoon session a vote on 
the motion to ‘affiliate immediately’ was taken, and the chair- 
man declared the motion ‘Carried unanimously.’ 


“Cascaden Gets His.” 


“The next question to be taken up was the question of 
Gordon Caseaden, a journalist from Windsor, Ontario, who had 
heen sent by the Edmonton branch to the first Congress otf 
the International Council of Trade and Industrial Unions in 
Moscow. Information was placed before the convention show- 
ing that this individual had, while in Moscow, purported to 
represent the entire organization of the Lumber Workers with- 
out being authorized to do so; and also that he had _ voted 
-against such fundamental questions as: The Dictatorship of 
the Proletariat; recognition of the principles of the class 
struggle, and united action with all revolutionary organiza- 
_ tions of a given country for the purpose of offensive and de- 
fensive struggle w‘th the bourgeoisie. It was also pointed out 
that Cascaden in his report stated that he had voted against 
all questions because on one occasion debate on a_ certain 
auestion had been closed before he had spoken on the ques- 
tion. A resolut'on was adopted repudiating the stand taken 
by, and the actions of, Cascaden while in Moscow; the organ- 
ivat‘on d‘sclaiming any responsibility for sending hlm there. 
During the discussion it was also pointed out that the General 
Executive Board had been asked to give this man credentials 
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but had refused to do so on the ,.ound that the man was tot 
xnown to them, that he was a journalist who [lived three 
thousand miles away from the headquarters; and that events 
had proved that he knew nothing neither about this ofganiza- 
tion or the labor movement in general. 


“Carl Berg.” 


“A special committee was appointed to efiquire into the 
past activities of Carl E. Berg, Branch Secretary at Edmonton. 
The committee presented to the convention a lengthy report 
of their findings showing that from what information was 
available it seemed that Berg was mainly responsible for giving 
Cascaden a credential to go to the Congress in Moscow; it was 
also pointed out that Berg had failed to give the practical 
support to the General Headquarters he might have done, and 
many of his activities gave cause for doubt as to his sincerity 
in the labor movement. After a lengthy discussion the con- 
vention adopted the following resolution: ‘That the Edmonton 
Branch stands suspended until such time as they elect officials 

who will abide by the principles of industrial unionism, the 
constitution of this organization, and the aims, purposes, and 
constitution of the Red International of Labor Unions.’ ” 


This same issue of the “British Columbia Federationist” 
published three page orie articles, two of them under two-col- 
umn headlines, on the “Workers’ Party of Canada,” a Com- 
munist political party. The “Voice of Labor,” another Commu- 
nist political party paper, published in Chicago, in. an issue 
bearing the same date line (Jan. 20, 1922), prints a Canadian 
dispatch reporting formation of the “Workers’ Party of Cana- 
da.” This dispatch gives the names of the General Secretary 
of the Lumber Workers’ Industrial Union of Canada and the 
Editor of the “British Columbia Federationist” as two out of 
five of “the standard bearers of the Workers’ Party of the 
Pacific Coast.” 

An Edmonton district, Lumber Workers’ Industrial Union 
of Canada, mimeographed “Bulletin” declares: 


“This district recommended that the General . Executive 
Board (of the Lumber Workers’ Industrial Union of Canada) 
issue credentials to Cascaden, but this was never done al- — 
though iwo members of the Executive voted to do so ana 


ONE, 


three ava‘nst. A third wrote to this office and stated it was 
only ‘because of the General Secretary saying that we could 
not stand the financial expense that he voted against.” @ ~~ 

The General Organization never was expected to pay Cas- 
caden’s expenses. Edmonton. district and individual Fellow 
Workers did that. 

The Lumber Workers’ Industrial Union of Canada issued 
special stationery to each district. Cascaden’s credentials 
were typewritten on stationery with “Edmonton, Alta.,” 
printed right above the date line. These credentials declared 
distinctly that Cascaden represented this distriet and that he 
Was a newspaper writer. Berg’s signature was written in ink 
right beneath these typewritten credentials and immediately 
over a typewritten announcement showing that Berg was 
District Secretary. Furthermore, the names of all the District 
Secretaries, each with the District office address, appear on 
the letterhead at the top of this stationery. Cascaden’s cred- 
entials, like those of other delegates, were turned over to the 
temporary Credentials’ Committee in Moscow. A copy was - 
made and the credentials returned to Cascaden several days 
later. Any representation received by Cascaden was obtained 
on the strength of those credentials only. Joseph Knight made 
the issue in Moscow. He had every opportunity to read Cascad- 
en’s credentials. But he did not object to the seating of Cas- 
eaden on any charge that he represented one district of the 
Lumber Workers only. Knight objected to any representation 
whatsoever being given to the Lumber Workers, declaring it 
was a “secession movement” from the One Big Union. Fur- 
ther answer to this charge and to all other points raised in 
the “British Columbia Federationist”article can be found in 
Cascaden’s report. 

The issue is bigger than Cascaden or any Labor convention. 
It concerns all Labor. Why decide quickly? 

Members of Edmonton district sent no delegate to this 
partial convention held in Vancouver. But they dispatched 
this telegram from Edmonton: 

“Lumber Workers’ Industrial Union Convention, Vancouver, 


VII. 


a has 


B.C.: Having read in papers that Coast district has adopted — 
affiliation with so-called Red Trade Union International of — 


Moscow, an action which we at this time think will cause @ 
further split in our organization, we wish to ask that any 
resolution for affiliation with the above mentioned body be 
held over until the first of May and that a special convention 
be then called when all districts can be represented and a 
better understanding arrived at. We will also by that time 


know what stand the I. W. W. will take and ‘it is of more im- — 


portance that we link up with them in America than with 
some political body with its headquarters in Europe.” 


Why “affiliate immediately” with any organization? Why 
haste? Let written reports be made by Knight, Foster, Batt and 


others favorable to affiliation with an “International” that is 


dead so faras its influence on the World’s Workers is con- 
cerned. Let these written reports then be published. Let these 


published reports and the published reports of Williams and 


Cascaden, both opposed to affiliation, be read by Labor. Labor 


not delegates to Moscow or Vancouver or any other convention, 


ought to decide. Delegates are delegated to make ‘reports and _ 


not to “lead” Labor. 


Throughout Canada and throughout the world apiece are 
dividing into two distinct camps. One camp believes in Labor ~ 


Union control by the Rank and File (by the workers them- 
selves) while the other camp believes in control by labor pol- 


iticians carrying out a world-wide program for destruction of 
Labor Unions by political party Communists. Workers, of 
course, are numerous, while “leaders,” so-called, are few. Once 


workers see the danger they will decide and do it well. 
In no way does this delegate from Edmonton district, Lam- 


ber Workers’ Industrial Union of Canada, pretend to be a neut- 
ral observer. He believes Labor can stand on its own feet 
without the aid of any political party crutch. He welcomes 


the ever-growing “Labor Opposit’on” to political party contro] 
—whether this movement be found in Russia, Ganees the 


United States or any other part of the world. 


GORDON CASCADEN. 


‘10 McKay Avenue & 
~ Windsor, Ontario, Canada, © 


Jan. 28, 1929. 
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CHAPTER I. 
Worip’s Workers Wovuip Unirr. 
Hdmonton District, 
Lumber Workers’ Industrial Union of Canada, 
(In care of Carl HL. Berg, Secretary, Edmonton) 
Fellow Workers: 
Seldom is it the sad duty of a delegate to report 


on the birth and death of a Laber organization at 
the same time. 


But such is the lot that befalls me for herewith 
is the chronicle of the rise and fall, the life and 
post mortem, of the International Congress of Trade 
and Industrial Unions and the Red Union Inter- 
national, so-called, born in Mescow, Russia, in July, 
ily 

Efforts of “Political Party First” advocates to 
control Labor organizations aiming to organize the 
workers for control and operation of the means of 
wealth production destroyed this Congress even as 
they crippled the First and Second Internationals. 


Well might this International be called the 
“Dead Union International” instead of the ‘Red 
Union International !”’ 

“Political Party First” advocates made impos- 
sible any chance for success of the Moscow Inter- 
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national when they used a “steam roller” and “gag — 
rule” to stop delegates from threshing out their dif- 
ferences over the relationship of the Red Union In- 
ternational to the Communist political party Inter- | 
national. ° 

Throughout the world today two distinct groups | 
are struggling for control of the progressive labor — 
movement of the world. While divisions in ‘each 
group may and do exist, two ideas—the Labor Union — 
and the Labor Political. Party ideas—divide the 
workers of the world who believe in some kind of 
control by those who toil of the world’s means of 
wealth -production. 

No middle road exists for any man or woman 
taking part in that Labor movement seeking Labor 
control of the means of wealth production and opera- 
tion of all machinery necessary to carry on the hap- 
piest co-operative or communist relations between 
producing members of society. 

One of the most active movements favoring poli- 
tical party control over all Labor Union organiza- — 
tions, all Labor co-operatives, etc., is the Communist 
political party, divided as that party may be into 
several sections each calling itself by a particular 
name. — i 

These men and women deserve credit for their 
frankness for they declare distinctly that one move- 
ment MUST control every avenue of thought of 


awakening workers, and that that movement MUST eo 


be a political party. 
10 


Communist political party advocates consider a 
political party most necessary and, since it can have 
no opposition, that all organizations not bowing to 
it must be destroyed, and particularly if in any way 
they endeavor to carry on progressive educational 
work among the workers, 

Nor do Communist political party advocates 
hesitate to use any and every means to gain their 
end. “The end justifies the means” truly might be 
their motto. 

If Labor Unions endeavor to carry on revolution- 
ary educational activities they must be destroyed or 
made more conservative, Communist political party 
advocates plan. “Workers of the world, give the 
right of way to our pet theory or we'll destroy 
you.” seems to be their rallying cry. 

Members of the Lumber Workers’ Industrial 
Union of Canada, the One Big Union er the Indus- 
trial Workers of the World are hypocrites, in their 
opinion, when they keep revolutionary preambles for 
guidance of those about to become members. 

Every progressive in the Labor movement ought 
to consider it his duty to carry on propaganda for 
the Communist political party and its program inside 
the Union, Communist political party advocates say. 

One thing, however, that is unfortunate for them, 
hinders success of this Communist political party 
program. This is failure or stupidity, if you want 
to call it that, of the masses, who, somehow or 
other, never take to political parties. 


il 


Labor’ is more concerned about Labor Union or 
ganization because Labor Unions help or hinder 
workers on the job where they toil or in the slave 
markets where they try to get jobs. 


Communist political party advocates, therefore, : 
must try to gain control of these Unions to build up 


their political parties. If the Unions are of a kind 


favoring Labor’s control of the means of wealth pro- — 


duction then Communist political :party advocates — 


must try to destroy them. In any ease the Com- = 


mImunist political party MUST conquer and control 


every form of Labor organization, turning it into a 


mere school for pohneal party Communism. 


Workers of the world, those who understand ee <3 
class position in society, are anxious to unite indus- 


trially for they know that Labor can have no real 


power anywhere in the world until Labor has all 
power everywhere in the world. Workers gi the = 
world long to unite internationally so as to operate ee 


the world’s industries. 


They lost faith in the possibility of working di eae 
rectly with political parties through experience with 
the First and Second Internationals, two interna- 
tional Jabor organizations dominated, in their dast — ~ 
days at least, by believers in the fo ay ae 


First.”’ 
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CHAPTER 1I. 


Lazpor Favors [nrernarionaL ConcREss. 


Since the world war Labor Political Party advo- 
cates as well as Labor Union advocates everywhere 
in the world have talked often and have talked much 
of the need for international organization. 

Certain of them formed the Amsterdam Labor 
International, so-called, an organization considered 
“safe and sane” by the capitalist governments of the 
world. 

Moseow advocates of a political -party inter- 
national organized a Third political party Interna- 
tional. It held its first \ congress in Moscow in 
March, 1919; its second in Moscow in July-August, 
1920, and its third in Moscow in June-July, 1921. 

Eyes of the world of Labor were turned toward 
Russia because of heroic efforts of certain workers 
in that country to keep exploiters of labor from run- 
ning it. 

Progressive Labor Unionists everywhere felt a 
country without exploiters of Labor a good place to 
hold a conference, being willing to accept proposals 
of political party advocates that they meet there 
though they knew it never wonld be possible for two 
such contrary groups to unite in one international 
organization. 

One of these calls to hold a convention in Mos- 
cow in 1921 was sent out by the Industrial Workers 
of the World convention in Chicago in May, 1920.. 
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A second call to go to Moscow came from the 
Syndicalist and Industrial Union Congress in Berlin 
in December, 1920. | 

A third call came from Moscow itself. 

Zinoviev, President of the Communist political 
party International, told this to the “Congress of 
Russian Unions” in 1920: 


“I believe there is a place for all unions to partict- 
pate in the coming conference. It is not necessary to 
exact from the participants recognition of the Dictator- 
ship of the Proletariat, Communism and the Third 
International. It is sufficient to place before them the 
question: Amsterdam or Moscow. There must come to 
Moscow only those who do not wish te go to Amster- 
dam.” (Ly. ; 

Formidable militant Labor Union organizations 
of France, Germany, Sweden, Holland and Argen-— 
tina, as wellas the I. W. W. of the United States, 
and. certain groups from Great Britain and Tcheko- 
Slovakia, were represented at the Berlin conference 
of Syndicalist and Industrial Unions.  Russia’s 
Communist party sent a fraternal delegate while ‘m- — 
prisonment made it impossible for delegates from 
powerful Italian and pa Syndicalist organiza- 
tions to attend. 


This resolution, after considonante discussion, 
was adopted Guaninously: 
“(I) ‘That the Revolutionary inde eee | 


(1) Quoted with approval in “Declaration of. the French 
Delegation to the Berlin Syndicalist Conferenee.” 


ow 


ional be based on the class struggle and the domina- 
tion of the working class. 

*(2) That the Revolutionary Industrial International 
shall fight for the destruction and removal of the econ- 
omic, political and moral system of the capitalist reg- 
ime, and stands for the creation of a free Communist 
Society. 

“(3) _ That the Revolutionary Industrial International 
declares that only the working class itself is capable 
of destroying the economic, political and immoral sys- 
tem of slavery under capitalism, and only by the sharp- 
est application of their economic power, which culmin- 
ates in Revolutionary Direct Action of the working 
class in attaining their ends. 

{4} That the Revolutionary Industrial International 
stands on the basis that the construction and regulation 
of production and distribution is the aim of the econ- 
vmiec and industrial organizations of each country. 

“(5) That the Revolutionary Industrial International 
shall be an, autonomous body independent of any pol- 
itical body,.and in case the Revolutionary Industrial 
Xnternational has decided upon some question and a 
political party or some other organization agrees to it, 
or vice versa, then the execution of the decision can be 
carried out together. 

“(6) That the Conference sends out a strong appeal 
to all revolutionary organizations of Syndicalists and 
Industrial Unionists of all countries to respond to the 
call of the Provisional Red International of Trade and 
Industrial Unions to attend the Congress called by them 
to be held on May Ist, 1921, for the purpose of forming 
& permanent International of the Revolutionary Indus- 
vr al Workers of the World.” 


CHAPTER IIT. 


Poriticat Party Communtsts SEEK Conrrot. 


But the Communist political party feared the 
Labor Union strength and set about to “pack,” to con- 
trol unfairly, the convention just as any other politi- 
cal party might try to “pack” a convention. 

1 


wt 


How did it do so? : : 
It had its emissaries in North Awana: as in 


other continents, get small groups in four or five ca ae 


Labor Unions out of thousands existing on this con-_ 


tinent, put through resolutions to have delegates go a 


to Moscow. Certain of these resolutions to. send dele- : 
gates or observers to Moscow were obtained by snap — 


verdicts, or on the representation that these represen- 


tatives were to act merely as observers, and certain- 


ly with no expectation that they would speak and — ‘ 
vote on great issues affecting the revolutionary Labor: — 


movement of the world. Delegates favorable to Mos- — 


cow, from other continents, im certain cases, ob- 
tained their credentials from bona fide Labor groups 
understanding what the significance of such a world — - 


congress meant. 


In many respects the Tntacua ie Union — : 
Congress in Moscow in July, 1921, was like a gath- 
ering of commercial omer or agents for a large 
business firm, called in to the home office by ee 


parent firm to talk over a program and tactics for — 
the better development of business. In this case that 


business was domination by a political party over = 


Revolutionary Labor Unions. 


What was this majority to do? Ghicg. endorse: 
ment by the Congress of a resolution giving the 
Communist political party CON TROL eee 8 Revo- 2 
lutionary Labor Unions. oe 

Why? Various Communist political party. dec. ae 
larations show. Pees 
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Zimoviey, President of the Third (Communist 
political party) International, discussing the “Prob- 
lems of Labor Unionism” at a meeting held in Petro- 
grad in October, 1919, “to consider the question of 
forming a Third Gomantidist International of Trade 
Unions,” said: 


“Amongst the better section of the old International 
the opinion was widely spread that the Socialist party 
on the one side and the Trade Unions on the other were 
organizations of equal rights and equal value. Organ- 
izations that in important questions worked together 
like two parties that had concluded an agreement. The 
Socialist Party undertook the economic direction. Thus, 
for example, the German Social Democracy agreed to 

resolution, supported even by August Bebel, in the 
sense that if it was necessary to have recourse to a gen- 
eral strike the decision could only be arrived at by means 
of an agreement between the executive committee of 
the Party and the general committee of the ‘Trade 
Unions. 

“From the Communist point of view we cannot con- 
sider such a decision reasonable. The theory of equality 
of rights has always been opposed by revolutionary 
Marxists. 

“From the point of view of revolutionary Marxists 
the Party is the supreme synthesis of all forms of the 
struggle of the working class for its emancipation from 
the ‘Capitalist yoke.” (2.) 


Clearest of all declarations that LABOR OR- 
GANIZATIONS MUST BE CONTROLLED BY 
COMMUNIST .POLITICAL PARTY POLITI- 
CIANS is the set of resolutions adopted by the “All- 
Russian Congress of Trade Unions” less than six 
weeks before the opening of the International Union 
Congress ! 

(2) See “The Worker,” Glasgow, Scotland, a political 
party Communist paper, Jan. 3, 1920. Page 2. 
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Adoption of this program, accepted by the “AlIl- 
Russian Congress of Trade Unions” on the recom- — 
mendation of A. Lozovsky, afterward selected as its 
President, called for its submission to the coming In- 
ternational Union Congress! . 


Definite is this program for destruction of the 
world’s Labor movement, submitted by Lozovsky, af- 
terward selected as Chairman of the International 


Union Congress and appointed head of the still-born 
“Red” Union International! 


Willing to use any and every method tu put them 
into action, and force through resolutions upholding 
his program of annihilation of all labor organizations 
refusing to listen to dictatorship by a politieal party 
is Lozovsky ! | 


Here are quotations from these resolutions pro- 
posed by Lozovsks and adopted by the “All-Russian 
Congress of Trade Unions” as its program of action 
at the International Union Congress: 

* * * “14, The idea of the independence of the 
labor unions from Communism must be sharply and 
categorically rejected. The Russian trade unions must 
propagate the idea that the interests of the working 
class and of the world revolution demand the unification 
of all political, trade umion and co-operative revolution- 
ary class organizations into one International; that the 
independent structure of the International Council, in 
point of organization, the special conditions which will be 
worked out for the admission of trade unions to the 
International Council of Trade Unions in view of their 
non-partisan make up, must by no means be understood 
to signify the separate existence of these two Interna- 
tionals in point of political principles. The Trade Union 
International is a part of and a complement to the Com- 
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munist International, which must embody all forms and 
phases of revolutionary tabor movement. 

* * “17. The relations between the Communist In- 
ternational and the International Council of ‘Trade 
Unions must develop in the direction of creating a single 
International. This aim must be clearly set at the, ap- 
proaching International Conference of revolutionary class 
unicns as the goal in the direction of which must de- 
velop the world labor movement. Joint representation, 
joint consideration of the most important questions af- 
fecting the international trade union movement, and 
joint activity with regard to the basic questions of the 
social-economic struggle, must serve as transitory meas- 
ures for this purpose. Organic and constantly growing 
connection between the Communist International and 
the International Council of Trade Unions will ultimate- 
ly lead to that form of organization which is the most 
rational and desirable, i.e., to the single revolutionary 
Communist International.” (3). 


“International Council of ‘Trade Unions” was 
the name Lozovsky chose for the proposed World 
Labor International at the “All-Russian Congress” 
but this was changed to read: “The Red Interna- 
tional of Labor Unions”, thereby making it necessary 
to manufacture another rubber stamp to give the 
official seal of approval to the program to be adopted 
at the International Union Congress. 


Bucharin and others high in the councils of the 
Communist political parties, long before the opening 
of the International Union Congress, said that Labor 


(3) “Moscow: Organ of the Third Congress of the Com- 
munist International.’ June 5, 1921. English edition: page 
2. Article entitled: “International Trade Union Movement 
and the Tasks of the Russian Trade Unions at the Inter- 
national Conference, (Resolutions adopted by the Fourth 
All-Russian Congress of Trade Unions.) May 23, 1921, on 
report of Comrade Lozovsky.”’ 
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Unions MUST BE SCHOOLS for Communist pol- 
itical party activities. 

Speakers at the Communist political party Inter- 
national Congress made similar declarations. 

One thought dominates all their actions—Control 
of Labor Unions by a polttical party. 


CHAPTER IV. 


Inpustry “Booms” 1x Peasant COMMUNITIES. 


Here’s how they handed out votes at the Inter- 
national Union Congress: 

16 votes each—Russia, Poland and Eastern Galicia, 
Tcheko-Slovakia, Germany, France, 
England, Italy, Spain, the United 

States. | 
12 votes each—Ukrainia, Jugo-Slavia, Bulgaria, 
Austria, Norway, Hungary, Argen- 

tina, Australia. 

8 votes each—Far Eastern Republic, Aserbadjan, 
Rumazia, Belgium, Holland, Swit- 
zerland, Mexico, Greece, Sweden. 
Finland, Ireland, Canada. 

4 votes each for every other country, including 
Abkhasia, Armenia, Georgia, Korea, 
Latvia, Lithuania, Boukhara, Khiva, 
Palestine, Piles, Esthonia, South 
Africa, Luxemburg. 

Take a map of Europe and you will see how many > 
little countries, situated near Russia, nearly all of 


2) 


them without industrial development, were given rep- 
resentation out of all proportion to their impor- 
tance. On more than one occasion Labor Opposition 
speakers protested against this unfairness while 
groups of delegates signed documents, sent to the 
Congress officials, protesting against this outrage. But 
the political party had to have a majority. 

No one objects to every little section of the world 
being represented at every international labor gath- 
ering but important industrial nations like the United 
States, Great Britain, Germany, Italy and France 
ought to receive consideration. No resident of Cana- 
da, for example, would expect this country to have 
half the representation of the United States, with 
more tham twelve times Canada’s population and 
many, many times as many wage workers. 


CHAPTER V. 


Huntine Votes 1n Norra AMERICA. 


Communist politicians, however, were not satis- 
fied with this false representation. They sought to 
control the vote of various western industrial coun- 
tries. ; 

How? By giving votes for those countries to 
delegates from organizations not committed definitely 
to a “Labor Union First” program. 

Take North America, for example! 

Here are extracts from the “Report of the Inter- 
national Council of Red Trade and Industrial Unions 
for the period of July,.15, 1920, to July 1, 1921”: 
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“The variety of the Trade Union amtalgarmations of 
the United States in consequence of whieh scores of 
thousands of heterogeneous branches are existing and be- 
sides the differences of two Communist parties deprived 
the American Bureau of the Red Trade Union Interna- 
tional, organized at the beginning of 1921, to develop 
its activities. In the first place this Bureau was formed 
on the same type as in England. Then it was lacking 
even that basis bearing a comparatively mass character 
as the English stop-stewards. The Industrial Workers 
of the World could not serve such a basis in spite of 
their application. * * 


“In the second place, the I. W. W. took no heed of 
the very nature of trade union growth, which is a long 
and gradual process. The I. W. W. was unwilling to 
wait until the unions, broken up under the disintegrat- 
ing pressure of capitalism, into a host of small eraft or- 
ganizations absorbed in their narrow and petty eraft 
interest organically pass from below to. district, terri- 
torial and finally national centralization—a process 
which, though perhaps slow, will be a lasting and re- 
liable factor of their development. And so they at- 
tempted to organize One Industrial Union from above 
departing from an ideal program, yet without reckoning 
for real actuality. They were blind to everything that 
was not an ideal union. They demand from the workers 
that they should leave the unions, the result of long 
years of struggle, and follow them into newly organized. 
ones, which perhaps were perfect theoretically, but ex- 
isted only on paper. The workers, of course, declined to 
do it. 


“To sum up, in spite of the fact that the best part 
of the American proletariat was concentrated in these 
revolutionary unions (or better to say just on account of 
its being’ concentrated therein) the result of the activity 
of the industrial unions of the revolutionary groups 
proved very poor in the general development of the 
movement. 


Me Meme PES LHe at incumbent upon us in Amer- 


ica is the organization of the masses not on the prin- 
ciples of an ‘ideal trade unionism’ but by means of an 
active participation in their struggle, by directing 

their strikes, by giving practical advice, by organizinz 
the moral and material support of the class struggle. 
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“Jt is necessary to cure the best revolutionists 
of America of the spirit of the ‘Industrial Workers of 
the World’ and ‘the Que Biz Union’ although the Bureau 
had failed until now to win them to our program and 
to dispose them in favor of uniting. The one thing 
which the American Bureau succeeded in obtaining, in its 
relations with the revolutionary industrialists, was their 
agreement to a suspension of the propaganda of par- 
allel unions in the coal; railroad and serving industries. 


“Under strength of this, the American Bureau was 
compelled to exclusively utilize the forces of the United 
American Communist Party (the American section of 
the Communist International), dividing its platform in 
its endeavors to create revolutionary minorities (nu- 
cleuses) in the unions already existing within the Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor. But as the above party is 
still in phase of organization and as its activity is ex- 
tremely complicated by the existence of a second Com- 
munist Party in America, its support could not be of 
a great importance to the American Bureau.”  (4.) 


Emphatic denial of the declaration that it ever 
agreed “to a suspension of the propaganda of parallel 
unions in the coal, railroad and serving industries” 
is made by the Industrial Workers of the World, 
though certain Communist political party members 
of that organization may have endeavored to hinder 
the organization’s work. 


Does Joseph Knight, delegate in Moscow of the 
One Big Union, and for a considerable time an or- 
ganizer for that Union, know if any officials of the 
One Big Union agreed “to a suspension of the propa- 


(4) “North America” section. Report of the Interna- 
tional Council of Red Trade and Industrial Unions for the 
period of July 15, 1920, to July 1, 1921,” published in Mos- 
cow, 1921, by the Press Bureauof the First International 
Congress of Red Trade ani Industrial Unions,” pages 55, 56 
and 57 
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ganda of parallel unions in the coal, railroad aud 
serving industries” ? ) 
Winnipeg and other railroad workers afhhated 
with the One Big Union may want an answer. Cer- 
tainly former members of the Mining , 
of the One Big Union in the Provinge of Alberta 
would like to know if any agreement was made to 
refrain from organization activities in the mines of 
North Ameriea! / 
This quotation from the program of the United 
Communist Party of North America appeared in 
the “Toiler”: 


“Members of the United Communist Party will form 
the revolutionary group within each union, regardless 
of what kind of union it may be. /The United Commu- 
nist Party caucuses within the unions shall have the 
power of discipline to compel Communists regularly to 
attend union meetings. They shall by discipline regulate 
the activities of Communists upon the floor, and in vot- 
ing in the union assembly. Upon every important ques- 
tion affecting the welfare of the union and labor in 
general, the caucus shall forimulate a policy and all mem- 
bers shall strictly adhere to/the decision.” (5.) 


This United Communist Party of North Amer- 


ica, like the Communist Party of North America, _ 


knew no national boundaries, each party carrying on 
its activities in the United States and Canada. | 


CHAPTER VI. 


“Packine”’ Worip Lasor Congress. ~ 


Who represented this peculiar viewpoint of pene 
tration of the Labor Unions for the benefit of a 


CoA he Router oa Communist paper at that time pub-_ 
lished in Cleveland, (inio--Ieb. 22, 1921. 
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political party at the International Union Congress 
in Moscow ¢ 


George Williams, delegate from the I. W. W., 
made this speech at the Congress, according to. the 
oineial publication of the Congress: 


“The American delegation is very clear and it has 
stated its objections to some of the American delegates 
to this Convention on the grounds that their credentials 
were fraternal, and after going into the Credentials 
Committee and gain-ng access to the credentials we 
found they are all fraternal delegates. They are sent 
here as what you might call observers with no power 
to take part in the proceedings and no organizations to 
report back to on the question of affiliation. We found 
that one of the delegates had no credentials at all. He 
is sitting’ on the floor with three votes and no record 
of any credentials in the hands of the Credentials Com- 
mittee. But the main point is that the credentials 
they have specifically state that they are fraternal. In 
answer to this one of the delegates says that these or- 
ganizations which he represents cannot endanger their 
position in the A. F. of L. and explains, mind you, that 
they are credentials representing a minority of the A. 
F. of L. willing to consolidate with the Red Trade Union 
International. His excuse is that the organization which 
he comes to represent does not want to jeopardize its 
position. That is a fine statement for a so-called minor- 
ity! The fact of the matter is that they do not repre- 
sent anybody but themselves; that all their credentials 
‘were issued by one man in New York, and that they 
came here to stuff the labor delegation and incite a 
vote against the I. W. W. of America. Of course it is 
natural and easy for people to come here and claim 
representation of mythical minorities. There are all 
kinds of minorities in the United States, people that 
are fighting the A. F. of L. machine, and what is to hin- 
der anybody from claiming that he represents a hypoth- 
tical mass of the A. F. of L. movement? 

“Now the question of credentials in this Congress is 
about the most important thing that ‘is before it. If 
whole blocks of delegates from any country can be 
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seated on the assumption that they represent a minority oe 


in the labor movement, then what is to hinder the A. — 
F. of L. from stuffing this Convention with all the dele- 
gates they can send over? There is no way of stopping 
this because all their credentials come from one indivi- — 
dual in New York. There is another danger im this 
proposition. The practice of stuffing delegations with 
so-called nuclei in labor organizations is a game that 
ean, be played both ways. For instance, if it comes. 
down to a fight this issue becomes one of seeing who 
can send the most delegates to. fill up all the hotels 
in Moscow, because the I. W. W. ‘can pick out of each 
local in the organization and send a delegate and the 
others can do the same next year until there js an un- 
epding battle about who can send ‘the most delegates 
and then it depends upon who can gain the most infor- 
mation about how many the others are sending. And 
then instead of getting down to business we will have 
to think about the people that are struggling to control — 
the delegations. 

“That is going to happen, because the tendency here, 
now,—I have heard it discussed—is that next year 
there will be more and more delegates to this or that © 
particular organization. That is the American style of 
attacking the A. F. of L. and it can work both ways. 

“There is one delegate here who claims to represent. 
a minority in Seattle. * * * JI predict he will be 
afraid to make a report on the representations of the 
Red Tradg Union International. What is he going to 
tell them about the dictatorship of the proletariat in 
Seattle? Is. he going to put it to a vote? It is aus : 
even going to come up on the floor. * * 

“T did not expect any other decision from the Cred- 
entials Committee than what they brought. I accuse 


Comrade Reinstein of being unfair both ‘n his transla- 


tion and in his information, and about the others I do — 
not know anything, and I am surprised that they did not 
give me the one vote and the rest fifteen, from their — 
standpoint. 
“One delegate here claims to represent the Workers’ 


Council of New York City. On examination of the ered- 


entials there was another without credentials on the ~— 
record, but only a statement from the Red Labor Bureau 
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of New York City. I have inquired and they have ad- 

mitted that perhaps he does not represent the Workers’ 
Council of New York. I am sure he does not, because 
he doesn’t know the name of the secretary or where 
they meet. I want to say something from the stand- 
point of what they claim they @fe going to do, that the 
Workers’ Council of New York was organized by the I. 
W. W. members. The president and secretary are both 
i. W. W.’s and here a man steps in from Kansas City 
and does not even know where the sheadquarters are 

and comes here claiming to represent the organization. 
Now whena man comes in in that state of mind it 
shows they have some underlying motive in claiming to 
represent an organization they do not represent and 
when a man comes in here with that attitude and gains 
a majority in a delegation, then I say there is some 
trouble brewing for the Red Trade Union International 
and they are placing obstacles in the road of the prog- 
ress of real industrial unionism. 

“Another delegate, 2 woman, claims to represent 
three machinists’ unions. The Denver local union she 
gays she represents ig something like two thousand 
miles from the other. * * 

“Comrade Batt’s credentials state emphatically that 
they are fraternal. He does not say they do not. This 
particular Detroit Federation of Labor was afraid to put 
anything else on his credentials. 

“There ard bitter haters of the I. W. W. amongst 
certain elements in America. That hatred rises out of 
this, that the I. W. W. as a labor organization has al- 
ways been a poor field for theoreticians and pie card ar- 
tists. They know it. past d ys 

“I do not include Fellow Worker ‘Cosgrove in any 
statement I made.” (6.) 


Joseph Knight, delegate from the One Big Union, 
voted to give ten votes to these delegates from groups 
inside the American Federation of Labor, three to 


(6) “Bulletin of the First International Congress of 
Revolutionary Trade and Industrial Unions,” published by 
the Press Bureau of the First Congress of Red Trade 
Untons.” No. 5, pages'6 and 7. Fifth Plenary Session, July 
9. 1921. English language edition. 
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the delegate from the independent Unions and three 
to the delegate from the I. W. W. In other words, — 
he asked the Congress to give an overwhelming ma- 
“jority of the votes to persons saying they repre- 
sented parts of the American Federation of Labor 
and an equal division of a minority of the votes to 
representatives of Unions opposed to the American 
Federation of Labor, just as the Union he represented 
is opposed also to the American Federation of L.a-— 
bor. By this action he repudiated his innumerable 

platform attacks on the American Federation of La- 
bor while paid as a speaker and organizer for the 
One Big Union in Canada and the United States. 

What must the membership of the One Big Union, 

which calls on all progressive workers to stop “boring 
from within” the American Federation of Labor, 

which calls on all progressive workers to get out of 
the American Federation of Labor, which denounces 
as traitors to the working class those workers who 
remain inside the American Federation of Labor 
to carry on educational activities, think of the actions 
of the delegate representing that organization in 
Moscow? What must they think of a delegate wliose 
actions are directly contrary to the very purpose of 

the organization of the One Big Union? Will they 
endorse his vote declaring in favor of giving repre- 
sentatives from alleged “boring from within” grouys 
of the American Federation of Labor nearly twice 
as many votes as representatives of organizations ont 
side the American Federation of Labor ¢ 
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Your delegate voted with the Labor Opposition 
against this proposal. 


CHAPTER: VI. 
“R-R-R-Revotvurionary” A. F. or L. “Actors” 
APPEAR. 


Boris Reinstein, during his residence in the 
United States, was one of the most active disciples 
of the late Daniel De Leon and others favoring pol- 
itical party control (through the Socialist Labor 
Party) of an economic organization. What did Rein- 
stein say a short time before Williams’ speech, in 
reporting as Secretary of the Credentials Committee ? 


Here is his declaration: 


“The main point of the dispute between the Ameri- 
eans is the following: Comrade Williams, the delegate 
of the I. W. W., asserts that his organization is the only 
one in America which is seriously desirous to contribute 
to the creation of a revolutionary International of Trade 
Unions, whereas in the opinion of all the other American 
delegates present at the congress, with the exception of 
Cosgrove, in spite of the revolutionary spirit animating 
them, are representatives of separate parts of the Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor, and therefore are to be relied 
upon as a revolutionary element. He maintains that he 
is the genuine revolutionary representative of American 
Trade Unions; he protested against the giving of a con- 
sultative vote to the representative of the Central Coun- 
cil of Trade Unions of Seattle although in this organ- 
ization there are about 50,000 organized revolutionary 
workers; 2) to a representative of the same Central 
Council of Trade Unions of Detroit, one of the largest 
‘ndustrial Centers of America, although this organization 
has also about 60,000 organized revolutionary workers; 
3) to a representative of the Kansas miners’ local, and 
of the New York Federated Labor Council; 4) to a rep- 
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resentative of the three locals of the International As- 
sociation of Machinists. °* * ® 


“Besides these delegates, there {s another delegate, Eat 
Comrade Cosgrove. He represents -several oppositional 
trade unions, which were either expelled or have with- 
drawn from the Amerfcan Federation of Labor. There- 
fore the organizations Comrade Cosgrove represents are 
neither affiliated to the American Federation of Labor | 
mor to the: LW. Wet fo Sea 

What did these “revolutionary union” delegates 
do on their return to North America? Go before 
their respective bodies and tell them they voted and 
spoke like other delegates with Consultative (DE- 
CISIVE) VOTES instead of mere Consultative 


VOICES WITHOUT VOTES? 


Here’s what the “Seattle Union Record,” owned 
and controlled by the Seattle Central Labor Council 
of the American Federation of Labor, in reporting a 
meeting, said: i 

_ “Announcement was also made at the meeting that 

Hulet M. Wells, former president of the Central Labor 
Council, would speak at Crystal Pool, December 23. — 
Wells, who bore fraternal greetings from Seattle trade 
unionists to Moscow, recently arrived in New York from 
Russia.” (8.) | 

Yet Reinstein told the International Union Coy- 
gress that Wells “who bore FRATERNAL greet- 
ings” really represented “about 50,000 organized 
REVOLUTIONARY workers!” S 


(7) “Bulletin of the First International Congréss of. 


Revolutionary Trade and Industrial Unions.” No. 8 page 2. 


English language edition. eee 
(8) ‘Seattle Union Record,” Tuesday, Dec. 6, 1921. 
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How about Detroit, which, according to Reinstein, 
had “about 60,000 organized REVOLUTIONARY 
workers ?”” 

This body of contract-loving, “safe and sane” 
friends ‘of co-operation between capital and labor, 
after the return of its delegate, DID NOT EN- 
DORSE THE MOSCOW UNION INTERNA- 
TIONAL directly but “CALLED UPON” the Am- 
_ erican Federation of Labor to do so. 


It alsa sent out a letter to other a Labor 
Sodies saying: 


“In March of this year the Detroit Federation of 
Labor received an invitation to send a fraternal dele- 
gate to the FirstInternational Congress of Trade and In- 
dustrial Unions in Moscow, Russia. We accepted this 
invitation and upon ‘the authority of the Federation the 
president appointed Dennis E. Batt as the fraternal 
delegate of this body to the congress in Moscow.” 


“Detroit Labor News,” a weekly newspaper 
owned and controlled by the Detroit Federation of 
Labor, the central labor body of the American Fed- 
eration of Labor, published a series of ten articles 
on Russia, one being printed in each of ten consecu- 
tive issues, the author’s name appearing over each of 
these ten articles reading: “By Dennis E. Batt, Fra- 
ternal Delegate to the International Council of 
Trades and Industrial Unions at Moscow, Russia.” 


Yet Reinstein told the International Union Con- 
gress that Batt, sent as a “FRATERNAL delegate,” 
really represented “about 60,000 oxeahaer REVO- 
LUTIONARY workers!” 
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If these “50,000 organized revolutionary work- 
ers’ of Seattle, if these “60,000 organized revolu- 
tionary workers” of Detroit, of whom Reinstein 
talked to the “Red” International Congress, really 
aro REVOLUTIONARY why not tell them the 
truth? Why mislead them? These two bodies rep-. 
resent merely a number of loosely connected local 


labor unions in a loose manner and have no power 
whatsoever. 


Wells and Batt may have come to Moscow as 
Fraternal delegates or Observers only but through the 
representations of Reinstein and others they got the 
rights of full-fledged delegates with Consultative or 
Decisive votes, and thev used them, each voting on 
numerous occasions during the Congress. 


William Z. Foster, another of those believers in 
domination of the working class by a political party. . 
received fraternal delegate’s credentials from the Am- 
erican Bureau of the “Red Trade Union Interna- 
tional,’”’ to which reference is made in a previons part 
of this report. THIS AMERICAN COMMUNIST 
POLITICAL PARTY BUREAU, ANXIOUS TO” 
SPREAD COMMUNIST POLITICAL PARTY 
PROPAGANDA INSIDE THE LABOR MOVE- 
MENT, HAD ENOUGH CONFIDENCE IN 
WILLIAM Z. FOSTER TO HAVE HIM ACT 
AND SPEAK AS ITS BE IN 
THE CONGRESS! 


Yet no reference is made in North America to- 
“Foster the delegate,” though Communist -political 
party press agents herald him often as “Foster the 
renowned labor leader’ or ‘Foster, who studied 
Russia and her conventions as correspondent for labor 
papers !” 

Foster today is Secretary of the Trade Union 
Educational League, an organization backed by pol- 
itical party Communists, endeavoring to force into 
the American Federation of Labor all those workers 
in the United States who are members of other labor 
organizations. What is the object of this Trade 
Union Educational League? To build up the organ- 
izations inside the American Federation of Labor for 
the purpose of driving out labor “leaders,” so-called ¢ 
No! The purpose of this League, the purpose of all 
the generals of the Communist political parties, is to 
force all workers in the United States anxious to 
join labor organizations into the American Federa- 
tion of Labor, in a hope that these generals of the 
Communist political parties themselves may become 
its “leaders”, so-called, and its members slaves to 
the program of a Communist political party. 


CHAPTER VIII. 
“WorkERS oF Canapa anp UntrepStrares Drvipve!” 
What did these political party Communists have 


the International Union Congress do about the La- 
bor movement in the United States ? 
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“The Red Labor International: Resolutions and — 
Decisions of the First International Congress of 
Revolutionary Trade and Industrial Unions” is the 
name of a pamphlet published by a Chicago Com- 
munist political party publishing firm extensively 
advertising a booklet on Russia by Foster. 

These “Resolutions and Decisions,” supposedly, 
are copies of resolutions and decisions of the Inter- 
national Congress, printed in Russia in Russian and 
other languages but republished in Chicago for cir- 
culation in the United States. 

A. Lozovsky, Chairman of the Congress, prepared 
a report on “Organization,” containing these re- 
marks: 


“19. In the United States of America, where we 
have the reactionary American Federation of Labor, some 
independent unions, the I. W. W. and others, the prin- 
ciples of staying within the old unions is prevailing here © 
too. The members of the I. W. W. should join their 
respective trade unions and spread their propaganda 
among them, explaining the working class .problems. - 
The longer they keep themselves aloof from the Amer- | 
ican Federation of Labor the greater will be the suffer- 
ings and the harder will be the process of advancement 
of the unorganized workers there. The independent 
unions which favor the Red Labor Union International 
should co-ordinate their activities and come to an under- 
standing with those labor councils which officially belong 
to the American Federation of Labor, but agree with 
our tactics. Co-ordination and unity of action among 
the local organizations of the American Federation of 
Labor and the I. W. W. favoring the Red International 
should also be established.” (9). 


(9) “rhe Red Labor International. Resolutions and De- 
cisions of the First International Congress of Revolutionary | 
Trade and Industrial Unions.’ Report on “Organization.” 
by A. Lozovsky, adopted by the Congress. Section entitled: 

“Problems of Organization in the Principal Countries.” Chi- 
cago edition, page 62. , i 


Printing of reports of each session of the Con- 
gress evidently stopped suddenly after its close. At 
that time ten only of the Bulletins pretending to 
report the daily proceedings were published in Eng- 
lish, printing of various documents of the Congress 
in Russian, French and German, the three other 
official languages of the Congress, however, being 
much farther advanced. That all will be printed 
in English is improbable. 


But the “Resolutions and Decisions,” with the 
same Lozovsky introduction and, in many respects, 
the same reading matter as in the edition printed by 
the political party Communists of the United States, - 
was published in French by the ‘‘International Red 
Union” in Moscow, in July, 1921, shortly after ad- 
journment of the Congress. : 


It is passing strange therefore how those printing 
the report circulated in the United States should for- 
get to print this addition to Paragraph 19, as it ap- 
pears in the French edition, immediately after the 
part of Paragraph 19 already quoted: 


“Tn Canada the labor movement is partially affiliated 
to. the American Federation of Labor by means of cor- 
porative unions which cause themselves to be called inter- 
national unions, which renders the organization of the 
union movement of this country excessively difficult. 
All the unions sympathizing with the Red International 
Union must, in accord with the Communist groups, try 
to create a National Federation of Unions of Canada 
and at all. costs free themselves from the influence of 
the American Federation of Labor.” 
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Here’s that passage in French, as it appears 1 

the French language edition printed in Moscow: 
“Au Canada le mouvement ouvrier est lie partielle- 
ment a I’ ‘American Federation of Labor’ par l’intermed- 
iaire d‘unions! corporatives qui se font appeler Unions 
Internationales, ce qui rend excessivement difficile Vor 
ganisation du mouvement syndical de ce pays. Tous les 
syndicats sympathisant a IJ’Internationale Syndicale 
Rouge doivent, d’accord avec Jes groupes communistes, 
tacher de creer une Federation Nationale de Syndicats 


du Canada et a tout prix se degager de liinfluenct de 
)’ ‘American Federation of Labor.’” (10). 4 


How could the Trade Union Educational League 
of the United States circulate this pamphlet on 
“Resolutions and Decisions” of ‘The Red Labor In- 
ternational” among members of the American Fed- 
eratiou of Labor in the United States with this dec- 
laration about) Canada in it? 


; Can we expect an edition of the “Resolutions and 
Decisions’ EXCLUSIVELY for circulation in Ca- 
nada # | 


Will such an edition leave out all reference to 
the United States and merely tell members of the 

‘ ? s gi 
National Catholic Unions, the Canadian Federation 
of Labor, the Amalgamated Clothing Workers, One 
Big Union, Lumber Workers’ Industrial Union of 
Canada and numerous other organizations function- 
ing in Canada that Communist political party ad- 

(10) “Red Labor Intérnational. Resolutions and Decis- 
ions of the First International Congress of Revolutionary 
Unions. Report on “Organization” by A. Lozovsky, adopted 
by the Congress. Section entitled: “Problems of Organiza- 


tion in the Principal Countries.’ French language. edition, 
published in Moscow, Juillet, 1921; page 50. 
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vocates want to destroy the American Federation of 
Labor ? 

CHAPTER IX. 
Pian Destruction or Nortu American UNIONS. 


In Canada, as in the United States, a very large 
majority of the members of Labor Unions actually 
belong to organizations affiliated with the American 
Federation of Labor. 

Is it consistent to advocate destruction of the 
American Federation of Labor in one country while 
pretending to build up the American Federation of 
Labor in another country, separated from it by an 
artificial boundary line and with a majority of its 
people speaking the same language and feeling the 
erack of the whip of the same masters—the masters 
of Wall Street, New York City? 

Why do political party Communists favor thas 
program? Why this contradiction? 

Is ut to destroy ALL labor organizations in both 
countries so that discontented workers can find one 
avenue only and that a political party—for expres= 
ston of their discontent? . 

Why did Foster, Batt and Wells not oppose this 
policy to destroy the American Federation of Labor 
in Canada, where it is largest numerically and long- 
est established of all active Labor organizations ? 

Why did Knight, whose pulpit texts of “Get out 
of the American Federation of Labor” and “Destroy 
the American Federation of Labor” were heard for 
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years from Vancouver to Montreal in Canada andin 
New York City and other industrial centres of the 
United States, vote in Moscow to destroy the activi- 
ties of the One Big Union, which he represented? 
Why this inconsistency ¢ 
Why should these super-revolutionists raise ‘hace 
lusty voices in Moscow to sing the “Internationale” 
as the Red Guard band or the Kremlin clock plays 
it, only to return to North America to divide the 
workers of the United States and Canada—a section — 
of the world, if ever such existed, whose natural re- 
sources, whose industries, are controlled by the same 
economic masters ? 
How can Knight and those who support this Com- 
munist political party program to divide the workers 
of Canada and the United States tell Canada’s work- 
ers they must work “in accord with the Communist 
groups”—that is, co-operate with a political party 
they cannot control ? 3 
Will members of the Lumber Workers’ Industrial 
Union of Canada, who cross an invisible boundary 
line into the United States, perm‘+t themselves to be 
sold to Communist politicians who hope to control the 
International Union of Timberworkers of the Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor? This organization has the 
support of the Seattle Central Labor Council, a body 
with “about 50,000 organized revolutionary workers” 
(according to Reinstein), as well as Oregon, Wash- 
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ington, Wyoming and other State Federations of La- 
bor of the American Federation of Labor. 


CHAPTER X, 


Kwnicut Opposes “One Big Union.” 


How will this policy suit the One Big Union, 
which Joseph Knight represented as its official del- 
egate in Moscow? 

In the office of Reinstein in Moscow the “One Big 
Union Bulletin,” official weekly newspaper of the One 
Big Union, was on file during the time the dele 
gates were in Russia. Your delegate read an edi- 
torial in the “One Big Union Bulletin” entitled 
“Boring From Within,” in Reinstein’s office. Did 
Joseph Knight read it? , 


-_ 


Here are quotations: 


* * * “These disciples of pure Leninism, with 


‘Left Wing Communism’ as their bible are now condemn- 
ing unconditionally anything that savors of secession 
and are evidently of the opinion that to break away 
from any old established organization (working class or 
allegedly so, it matters not) is a betrayal of the work- 
ers and a blow at working class solidarity. 


“s * * This argument is also levelled against the 
One Big Union, and here again the publication of ‘Left 
Wing Communism’ has given the users of the argument 
a surface justification. ; 

“< * * The growth of the O. B. U., its effect upon 
the old effete unions, its grip upon the minds of the 
workers and the tremendous amount of education car- 
ried by it to the working class, proves conclusively that 
it was a logical and correct step and should dispel any 
doubt from the minds of those workers who were pre- 
viously prone to disapprove. 


“Ali our advocates of ‘boring from within,’ no matter 
what their! motives, must first of all prove that the 
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policy is POSSIBLE. Otherwise they must needs drop 
that advocacy and either advocate joining the O. B. U., 
or find some other outlet for their energy.” (11.) 


Nor did the “One Big Union Bulletin” oppose 
“Boring From Within” the American Federation of 
Labor in Canada only, its criticisms being levelled 
at that erganization in the United States as well. 


These. quotations are from an article entitled 
“Fallacy of Boring From Within,” this two-column 
heading having the place of Lonor in the first two 
columns on the left-hand side of page one: 


“Lawrence, Mass.—Too bad Lewis didn’t win at the 
Denver convention of the A. F. of L., so that the rank 
and file could find out how ‘radical’ he is. But the re- 
election of Gompers and his machine by a vote of two 
to one was the only possible outeome of a labor leaders’ 
senate which rejected everything of promise in American 
labor. 


“What is the word now from our friends who believe 
in ‘staying in’ the Federation in order to ‘make propa- 
ganda,’ ousting the machine leaders and capturing the 
organization for the working class. These theorists have 
a big lesson to learn from Denver. They have g ver 
the cold shoulder to the O. B. U. because they fear to 

»be called ‘secessionists’ or ‘disrupters’, but they fail to 
realize that the O. B. U. is not a brain blown dream of 

the intellectuals but a hard, actual achievement of the 
rank and file of the workers in Canada and the United 

States. Occasionally the workers show that they know 
how to handle their own affairs. In Western Canada 

they dealt with the American Federation of Labor ix 

the only right and effective wav: they deserted the un on: 
of the boss, declared war on the react onary internation- 
als and their interfering officialdom, and built up an 

organization which is under the control of the workers 

themselves. 


(11) “Boring from Within”: First; editorial in issue of 
“One Bie Union Biletin,’” official organ of the One Big 
Union, Winnipeg, May. 21, £9 2s 
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“For us in the United States the problem is more 
difficult but the methods must be the same. Anything 
to give power to the workers where they work and live. 
That means the only possible slogan for the militant 
workers of America is: ‘Wreck the A. F. of L. and 
desert to the 0. B. U’” = (12). 

Nor do certain friends of Knight inside the One 
Big Union who oppose “Boring From Within” the 
American Federation of Labor oppose “Boring From 
Within” the jobs of members of that body. Tom S. 
Cassidy, who unsuccessfully endeavored to organize 
for the One Big Union m Chicago and other places in 
the United States. goes much farther in his opposition 
to the American Federation of Labor than any mem- 
ber of the Industrial Workers of the World or other 
organizations opposed to the American Federation of 
Labor. Cassidy, a contributor to the ‘British Col- 
umbia Federationist” and the “One Big Union Bul- 
letin” under the nom de guerre of “Dick Dudgeon,” 
upholds those who take the places of striking Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor members, and that in the 
United States, where William Z. Foster has his 
“Trade Union Educational League.” 


Cassidy sent a copy of a letter addressed “Dear 
Tom” and dated “San Francisco, Cal., April 24, 
1920” to the One Big Union Bulletin” and it was 
published in that paper under the title: “From San 
Francisco.” 
~ (12) “One Big Union Bulletin,” Winnipeg, July 16, 1921, 
Page one, columns one and two, 
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Here is a quotation: 


ce * 


I went looking for the O. B. U. gang aud sure 
found them both on this side and in Oakland; Mat Glen- 
day in Oakland and Crosley and Baker in Frisco. They 
are falling for the O.B.U. here like hay in front of a ~ 
mower. The A. F. of L. owned and controlled this state 
until last October lst, when they called 30,000 men out 
of the shipyards and lost the strike; itis still on, but 
they are beat, Tom, and beat bad, as all the yards are 
working with full gangs and Sam Gompers and Bill 
Johnston came out here and could do nothing for them, 
and worse still, the men are not getting any more strike 
pay from headquarters; all that they are getting is what 
is being collected through the country—charity money. 
* * * And I want to see the day the A. F. of L. gets” 

--erushed by the 0.B.U. Mat Glenday put me to work 
in the Bethlehem Steel last week, and he has put more 
than me in, and we are no scabs. Mat has a pullin the 
Bethlehem Steel and the Union Construction yard and 
he is filling both with good O.B.U. card men. More 
power.to him, Isay. * .* .-*? (18). 


These men went to work in the places of members 
of organizations comprising the Metal Trades Dis- 
trict Council of the American Federation of Labor, 
who joined with other A. F. of L. unions, totalling 
80,000 men, in a fight to the finish with the Califor-- 
nia Metal Trades Employers’ Association, a fight 
which brought strike funds from every section of 
Canada and the United States. 


OHAPTER XI. 


“Union INDEPENDENCE” 18 Reat Issur. 


To destroy Labor Unionism it was necessary to 
hold a world Labor convention where, on the surface, 


(13) Quoted from lengthy letter printed in “One Big 
Union Bulletin,” official organ of One Big Union,” Winnipeg, 
May 15,.1920. 
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representatives from economic organizations would 
make the decisions. 

To gain their ends it was necessary for the Com- 
munist political party polit'cians to whip the power- 
ful Labor Opposition to political party control that 
grows stronger everywhere--inside Russia and outside 
Russia. 


Where? At an International Union Congress in 
Moscow. 

“Unity Motion Carried” is the heading over a 
Moscow dispatch about the ‘“‘Red Trade Union Inter- 
national” appearing on page one of the Winnipeg 
“One Big Union Bulletin” which says: 


“The question which occupied the delegates the most 
was that of the mutual relations between the Red Trade 
Union International and the Communist International. 
After much discussion unity was obtained and the reso- 
lution which affirmed the necessity of an organic union 
between them carried.” (14.) 


Relationship of the two [nternationals—the pro- 
posed Red Union International and the Communist 
political party International—was the burning ques 
tion of the Congress. It did “occupy the delegates 
most.” It was the rock on which the convention split. 


Relationship of the two internationals was the im- 
portant question on which many delegates felt in duty 
bound to speak. They felt every part of the world 
should know what every other part of the world 
thought about this question. Why? Because here 


(14) “One Big Union Bulletin,” official organ of One Big 
Union, Winnipeg, Aug. 20, 1921. 3 
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was the place where efforts could be made to bring 
about an understanding, if that were possible, be- 


tween believers in Economic Organizations Onlv and 
believers in Political Party Control Over Labor 
Unions. 

No reason whatever existed for hurrying through 
the discussion. No delegate to the union convention 
who was not a delegate to the Communist political 
party convention had objected to the length of time 
consumed by members of that political party in 


threshing out their differences, though it meant that — 


he must waste bis time waiting for. the union con 
gress to start. 


Here, however, was the one point of difference be- | 


tween two groups struggling for the ear of the 
masses, and surely if any question interesting labor 
everywhere was worthy of long and careful consider- 
ation it was this question. 

Difficulties, including possibility of sent or 
lengthy prison terms, faced a goodly number of 342 
men and women representing 42 countries attending 


this Congress. It is not so easy to travel as before — 


the war. Here they were, in a country where capit- 
alist police were not able at any moment’ to- raid the 
hall, and put a stop to discussion. 


Relationship of the two great labor groups had 
been the bone of contention between progressive 
labor for many generations. Would this first great 
international gathering of representatives of these 
two camps held since the great world war do some- 
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thing to bring them nearer co-operation? Should 
this burning question be discussed openly, fearlessly, 
free of personalities and on its merits? 


British, Australian and other delegations, though 
selected because of their sympathy toward the Com- 
munist political party program, were among those 
who wanted to hear “the other side”. They opposed 
eutting off debate. 


But one man, in particular, was possessed. of 
the idea that those who differ with you should not 
be heard. He was Lozovsky, a former Menshevik 
who was Chairman of the Congress. Mensheviks 
talk much about “freedom” and “democracy,” and 
say it’s necessary to co-operate with capital though 
that, of course, means exploitation of labor by cap- 
ital at the point of production. 


CHAPTER XT. 
Lozovsky “Macutne” Ssexs “DictarorsHipr” 
Over DELEGATES. 


Delegates speaking at the Congress did so from 
a rostrum, a kind of pulpit on the platform. To 
speak it was necessary first to hand in your name 
so that it might be written down by the Chairman 
and called: immediately following the conclusion of 
the speech of the person whose name was_ before 
your name. 

Your delegate handed in his name so that he 
might be one of the speakera on the question of 
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the relationship of the tivo internationals. J.ozov- 
sky had it written in a book containing a list of 
proposed speakers’ names. It was well in front of 
others who afterwards spoke. Your delegate had 
prepared carefully a speech free of personalities and — 
discussing the subject of debate only. 

Here it may be well to diseuss certain activities 
relating to your delegate though he neither desires 
to deal extensively nor discuss at length matters con- 
cerning a delegate from one of the nations with a 
~ very small number of wage workers represented by — 
either of the two «delegates from it present at the 
Congress. 

_ Before leaving Canada he did not know about 
the postponement of the Congress from the first of 
May to sometime in June or July and, on reaching 
Moscow, was told he was the first delegate refusing to 
explain his attitude toward the Third (Communist 
political party) International. On numerous occa- 
sions Reinstein and others. in cross examination, en- 
deavored to compel him to explain his attitude on 
the relationship between the Labor Unions and the 
political party. In refusing he pointed out that 
delegates were invited to Russia to endeavor to help 
form a Red Union International and that if this — 
question came before the Congress, as it certainly 
should, he would consider it HIS DUTY to express 
his opinion on it. He said further that no set of 
men had a right to know the opinion of any dele- 
gate on this subject BEFORE THE CONVEN- 
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TION WAS ORGANIZED PROPERLY.  Rein- 
stein and others told him, on more than one occa- 
sion, that he was the first delegate refusing to ex- 
press his opinion to them before the opening of the 
Congress. But they found a good many more be- 
fore the delegates in Congress assembled, for 
French, Spanish, Swedish, German, Dutch, Danish, 
Norwegian and other delegates taking this attitude 
began to arrive as the time drew near for the Con- 
gress to start. As chance would have it your dele- 
gate, for a number of weeks, was alone in the Op- 
position to domination by a political party. 

Though his attitude toward the relationship of 
the proposed Union International and the Third 
(Communist political party) International was the 
point on which Reinstein had your delegate ques- 
tioned for a considerable time einstein later in- 
sisted on explanation of your delegate’s attitude 
toward “Dictatorship of the Proletariat.” Your 
delegate’s stand on this question, however, was sitn- 
_ ilar to that on the relationship of the two groups 
struggling for support of revolutionary workers. 
Your delegate considered it the business of the Con- 
vention and its duly appointed committees. 

After the Convention met, however, he willingly 
gave the permanent and duly appointed Creden- 
tials’ Committee this expression of his definition: 

“Defense of the Revolution, including tem- 
porary Dictatorship BY the Proletarcat, ex 
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clusively through its Revolutionary 
Organization.” | ) 
Your delegate, for many years, has upheld dom- 
ination by the working class through its  revolu- 
tionary economic organization but DID AND WILL 
OPPOSE any definition favoring BR OF 


the Proletariat by a political party. 


When it was felt your delegate might be se- 
lected to go to Russia he asked a well known Com- 
munist political party official (a former Industrial 
Unionist) if he knew how your delegate might make 
the journey. Ile said he did not. 


But one of the first persons greeting your dele- 
gate, on his arrival in Moscow, was a well known 
woman Communist, who left North America about 
the same time as your delegate with umion creden- 
tials signed by this same man. Sho greeted your 
delegate in the Hotel Lux with these words: 


“T was up in your country recently, the Amer- 
ican Bureau sending me from New York to Win- 
nipeg to ask the One Big Union to send a delegate 
here. We wanted ‘Bob’ Russell but could not get 
him so the executive sent Joseph Knight.” 


This meant that though the American Commie 
is¢ Bureau ennoenrtatiaes refused to tell your dele 
gate how to make the journey he did send this 
woman many hundreds of miles (from New York 
to Winnipeg) in an endeavor to get someone in op- 

position, 


This Communist woman also told your delegate 
that she, as well as Knight, received credentials to 
represent the One Big Union, Imagine, if you can, 
a situation where a delegate would carry credentials 
from three lodges of the International Association 
of Machinists of the American Federation of Labor 
and also credentials from the One Big Union! She 
did not present them, however. 


CHAPTER XIII. 
Decipina Convention Issurs Brrore Deneeatrrs 
Rracn Moscow, 


Shortly after his arrival in Moscow a written 
invitation came from Lozovsky’s oftice inviting your 
delegate to attend, as a visitor, a meeting of the 
provisional committee preparing for the Congress. 
He did so, but found important questions that would 
certainly come up at the Congress under discussion 
by delegates as well as men without credentials of 
any kind—men who fled to Russia for protection 
from capitalist courts, Russians returning to live 
there after residence in America and also by a man 
who declared he was in Russia merely as a news- 
paper correspondent for American labor papers, 

Your delegate refused to go to any more such 
meetings because :— 


(1) Postponement of a convention for five or six 
weeks, in a country where capitalist police could not 
interfere, made it possible to have complete discussion 
of all questions in open congress. 
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(2) A small number of delegates one Wha pe | ae 3 


numerous delegates favorable to union autonomy, (from — 

France, Spain, Germany, Scandinavia, South America 
and other sections) being absent, though they expected mee 
to reach Moscow before the opening of the Congress. 


(3) Delegates from all these countries were to help — 
in an endeavor to form an organization not yet in exis- 
tence, and all should have an opportunity to Parley ahe, 
in any and every discussion. 


(4) Only accredited delegates should be permitted 
to take part in discussions. 


Several weeks later the French acuiecae 
(Labor Union First advocates) came. After attend- 
ing one gf these round table conferences one of their 
most active men said to your delegate: “You're 
right; they’re trying to decide the Convention ques- 
tions before it meets. We'll not go again.” They 
kept their word. 


Shortly after these meetings in Looe 3 afiee - 
began, announcement was made of a meeting of 
North American delegates. Your delegate attended, 
only to find discussion of a certain question certain — 
to come up in the Congress. Who were theref 
The same men from North America attending the. 
other conferences. So were Reinstein, though he 
had not been in North America for years, and dele- 
gates from North America to the Communist 
(Third International) Congress but not the Union 
Congress. Nicholas Horowitz, one of these Com- 
munist party delegates from North America and a 
bitter foe of labor unionism, began to participate — 
in the discussion. Your delegate objected, pointing - 
out that he had no feeling against Horowitz but, 
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if invited, that he certainly would refuse to attend 
a meeting of Communist party delegates only and 
join in their discussions. Your delegate’s resolu- 
tion, objecting to his joining in discussions by union 
delegates only was defeated so your delegate left the 
meeting, refusing to attend subsequent meetings of. 
a similar nature. 

Word came, the day before the Congress was to 
open, that a meeting of all delegates from North 
America would take place that night in order that 
they might receive their tickets of admission to the 
Congress and also suggest persons they would like 
invited as guests. Horowitz and other delegates to 
the Communist political party Congress were pres- 
ent, Horowitz actually having a letter from him 
read, asking the Union Congress delegates to go on 
record in favor of all Communist political party 
delegates being given Fraternal delegates’ tickets to 
the Union Congress with a right to join in debates 
but not to vote. This seemed too extreme for cer- 
tain of the delegates and he did not get them. But 
lo and behold! “Moscow,” a dailY paper being pub- 
lished in English, came out with a special page 
one, black type, boxed advertisement announcing 
that: “Comintern (Communist political party In- 
ternational) delegates are invited to the Congres 
and will be admitted by their mandates.” 

Yet Horowitz, a short time kefore, had objected. 
to your delegate being admitted to the pee 
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political party International convention as a guest 
because “he is already biased against political par- 
ties and can’t be won over.” Your delegate, how- 
ever, asked the North American delegation to make 
sure that Horowitz received a guest’s ecard to the 
Union Congress. 

This Convention eve meeting also selected a 
North American representative for the Presidium— 
% group of convention sub-chairmen who, however, 
had little todo for Lozovsky was forever busy 
steering the sessions. Who did they select? The 
American Federation of Labor delegates elected Jo- 
seph Knight, voting solidly for this representative 
of the One Big Union, while every other delegate 
including representatives of three unions opposed to 
the American Federation of Labor, opposed his se 
lection. = 

Communist political party delegates, including 
Horowitz, attended several sessions of the Union 
Congress, sitting in the seats of Union delegates 
who, thereby, were compelled to seek temporary 
seats at other tables. 


GHAPTER XIV. 
Kwiaur Arracks “LuMBER WorxKERS INDUSTRIAL 
Uwnton or Canada.” 


Congress held several sessions without the Cred- 
entials’ Committee reporting so the French and 
Spanish grew impatient, sending a note to Lozovsky 
demanding a decision on the case of “Casvaden of 
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Canada,” who was refused a decisive vote. Under 
their threat to withdraw from the Convention until 
the Committee made a report, Lozovsky announced 
the Committee would take up this question imme- 
diately on adjournment of that session. 

Your delegate’s case was the first of three 
considered. Reinstein was secretary of the Commit- 
tee. A typewritten copy of a charge made by Knight 
against your delegate was read quickly. Joe got 
five minutes to support his charge, prepared by 
himself, and five minutes ‘to reply then was given 
your delegate, who did not even know befo~e enter- 
ing the room that a charge thad been made against 
him. At conclusion of our declarations your dele 
gate was promised a copy of this ‘curious charge 
against your organization so that he might submit 
it for your consideration. He never got it though 
he asked Reinstein, personally, for it on numerous 
occasions, as well as two or three of his assistants. 
“YT guess Reinstein destroyed the charge so you 
could not get it,” a high official in his office after- _ 
wards told your delegate. On his way out of Rus- 
sia your delegate met Reinstein in a city in another 
country where he was taking a holiday. Your 
delegate asked Reinstein to poe send a copy of 
the charge to him but it has never arrived though 
your Paltoate has waited all this time for its arrival. 

Your delegate has had long years of training as 
a newspaper writer, at work pennies accuracy, and 
_ from his notes is able to report that Knight chargea 
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that “ta seat him (Cascaden) would be to endorse 
the tactics of those who would stab us in the back 
while we were engaged in a struggle with the capi- 
talist class.” Also that “we consider his being here 
on credentials of those expelled as officials et the 
One Big Union.” 


He charged officials of the Lumber Workers’ In- 
dustrial Union with carrying on unfair propaganda 
“when the most active of our members were in 
prison for their part in the Winnipeg strike.” 

Knight inferred that officials of the Lumber 
Workers’ Industrial Union of Canada were guilty of - 
treachery towards the men convicted in Winnipeg, 
something no one in Canada would believe. 


He charged that the One Big Union had many 
times the membership of the whole organization of 
the Lumber, Workers’ Industrial Union of Canada, 
and that your delegate is not a lumber worker, and 
inferred that your delegate did not even live in Ca- 
nada. 

He had no written or printed documents what | 
soever to back up any of his attacks on your body. 

Your delegate submitted the report of the Lum- 
ber Workers’ Industrial Union of Canada convention 
in January, 1921, to prove your membership by per 
capita and other figures. He also submitted the 
report of the Port Arthur convention of the One Big 
Union, quoting to prove his case from both docu- 
ments, as well as from clippings from the “British 
Columbia Federationist” showing your membership 
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. 
was many times the membership Knight credited 
to it. 


“DELEGATE KNIGHT DECLARES THAT THE 
LUMBER WORKERS’ INDUSTRIAL UNION OF CANA- 
DA, PREVIOUSLY KNOWN AS THE LUMBER, CAMP 
AND. AGRICULTURAL WORKERS’ DEPARTMENT 
OF THE ONE BIG UNION, HAS ABOUT 2,000 MEM- 
BERS ONLY AND THAT THE REMAINING SECTION 
OF THE ONE BIG UNION HAS AROUND 28,000 MEM- 
BERS.” YOUR DELEGATE SAID. “HE GIVES ABSO- 
LUTELY NO WRITTEN PROOF TO PROVE HIS DEC- 
LARATIONS.” YOUR DELEGATE THEN QUOTED 
“THE BRITISH COLUMBIA FEDERATIONIST” FOR 
JAN. 21, 1921, TO PROVE HIS ASSERTION AS TO 
THE LUMBER WORKERS’ MEMBERSHIP. 

Your delegate also read a quotation from a dec- 
laration made at a hearing, weeks before the Conven- 
tion met, held by the temporary Credentials Commit- 
tee, directed by Reinstein, in which he said: ‘The 
Lumber Workers’ Industrial Union, at a conserva- 
tive estimate, has more than double the membership 


of all that is left of the One Big Union of Canada.” 


Your delegate’s credentials said clearly he repre- 
sented your district only. Knight, however, op- 
posed giving him a decisive vote, basing his declara- 
tion on his charge that the Lumber Workers’ Indus- 
trial Union of Canada was a “secession move- 
ment” from the One Big Union. 


Your delegate’s credentials, however, said that he 
was to have both “Voice and Vote” (Decisive Vote.) 


Your delegate told the Committee he never 
worked as a lumber worker and never pretended that 
he did but) quoted from an editorial in the first 
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issue of ‘The Worker” showing Industrial Unionists — 
not working in that industry were being taken into 
the organization until such time as they could join 
other Industrial Unions in Canada. Your delegate 
had the first card in the One Big Union, east of 
Port Arthur and Fort William, refusing, however, 
to pay more dues into that organization following its 
elimination from its preamble of the deciuration 
that “‘as sellers of Labor power the workers are 
compelled to organize industrially ;” following its un- 
fairness towards the Lumber Workers; following 
bitter attacks in the “One big Union Bulletin” on 
the Industrial Workers ot the World members sent 
to prison and also on that organization itself be- 
cause of its republication of a beck by Pouget, the 
French Syndiecalist, with an introduction by Tom 
Mann, English labor man, as wel! as bureaucracy of 
One Big Union officials. 


Your delegate never failed to classify himself as 
a “newspaper writer” when signing numerous docu- 
ments placed before every government guest in Rus- 
sia on numerous occasions. 


Knight said he remembered distinctly that he 
slept in Canada when he stopped at the home of 
your delegate when he made his first trip to Wind- 
sor to help organize the One Big Union. “But 
Windsor is a suburb of Detroit, in. the United 
States,” Joe then said, as members of the committee 
laughed at his foolish attempt to build we a case. 
Your delegate was born in Canada. 
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Your delegate got a DECISIVE vote by unani- 
mous decision of all members of the Committee with 
the exception of Reinstein. 

Your delegate resents any assertion that any sec- 
tion of the One Big Union acted unfairly towards 
any Winnipeg strike victim in prison. During the 
strike itself your delegate wrote a good deal about 
the strike for numerous publications, the ‘New 
York Call,” best known of labor daily newspapers in 
North America, in an anniversary issue, declaring: 


“At the time of the great Winnipeg strike in Canada 
last May, Gordon Cascaden, The Call’s Canadian corre- 
spondent, reported the facts, in contrast to the wild 
tales of the capitalist press.” (15). 


Like many others, your delegate’s home was 


raided for evidence to be used in the trials, and his 
name, with many others, is ou the indictment as a 
co-conspirator. . 

He attended the trials in Winnipeg of all tried 
in connection with the strike, with the exception of 
R. B. Russell, as official press representative of the 
Winnipeg Strike Defense Committee. During the 
Russell trial he was press representative of the De- 
fense in the infamous Kansas City, Kansas, trial of 
Industrial Workers kept in the Wichita and other 
county jails of the state of Kansas for more than 
two years without even a preliminary hearing. 

Please excuse these references to the case of one 
individual but because he is not a lumber worker 


(15) “New York Call’: May 28, 1920. 
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should he be barred from carrying a card in an or- 


ganization favoring Industrial Unionism? Your 
delegate is a wage slave, engaged in one of the most — 
highly developed and most highly exploiting of all 
industries, the Printing and Publishing Industry. 
He works for wages, having worked for them as Ca- 
nadian Bureau representative of the “Federated 
Press,” a press association catering to labor papers 
in particular, until the very moment he left his home 
in Canada to go to Russia. Since his return he has — 
worked continuously as a wage worker in the Print- 
ing and Publishing Industry, and certainly is aware 
of the fact that he is exploited at the source of 
production. 

But you want to hear about the International 
Union Congress. 


GCHAPTER Xv. 
Kinuine Coneress Hopss. 


During the debate cn the relationship of the 


two Internationals word reached the French delegates 


that Lozevsky planned to cut off discussion. With 
this report a French Syndicalist and your delegate 
hurried to the platform and Lozovsky told us detf- 
initely we would have no chance to speak because - 
he had decided to stop debate. He showed us his 
list of names and there we saw our names deliber- 
ately marked through by Lozovsky though names of — 
other delegates favorable to Lozovsky’s view which 
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followed our names, were not marked through. They 
spoke; we didn’t. ae stopped discussion. 

During an uproar Lozovsky called on the dele- 
gates to vote onclosing debate. The entire British 
and Australian delegations voted against Lozovsky’s 
effort to shut off debate. 


Every United States delegate with a Decisive 
vote, with the exception of Williams, and including 
such neutral “observers” as Batt and Wells, voted to 
‘stop discussion. 


Joseph Knight, of Canada, also voted to shut off 
debate, your delegate voting against this exhibition 
of gag rule. 

The resolution deciding the ‘‘Relationship of the 
Red Trade Union International to the Communist 
International,” then voted on and adopted, reads: 


“Whereas, the struggle between Labor and Capital 
in all capitalist countries has aseumed, as a result 
of the world war and crisis, an exceptionally acute, im- 
placable and decisive character; 

“Whereas, in the process of the struggle every day 
the laboring masses realize ever more clearly the neces- 
sity for eliminating the bourgeoisie from the adminis- 
tration of industry, and ny sth tees from political 
power ; 


“Whereas, the above result can be obtained solely by 
establishing the dictatorship of the proletariat and the 
socialist system; 

“Whereas, in the struggle to preserve the bourgeois 

dictatorship all the ruling classes have already succeeded 
in consolidating and concentrating to a high degree their 
national and international organizations, political as well 
as economic, and making a solid front of all the bour- 
geois forces, both defensive and offensive, against the on- 
rush of the proletariat; 
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“Whereas, the logic of the class struggle demands the 
greatest consolidation of the proletarian forces in the 
revolutionary strugglep and conesquently means that 
there should be the closest contact and organic connec- 
tion beeween the difierent forms of the revolut.onary 
labor movement, and particularly between the Third 
(Commun.st). International and the Red Trade Union 
International as well as between the Communist Par- 
ties and the Red Trade Unions within their respective 
countries; 


“Therefore this Congress resolves— 

(1) To take all the necessary steps for bringing 
together in the most energetic manner all the Trade 
Unions into one united fighting organization with one 
internat onal centre: the Red Trade Union International. 


(2) Td establish the closest possible contact with 
the Third (Communist) International, as the vanguard 
of the Revolutionary Labor Movement in all parts of 
the world, on,the basis of joint representation at both 
executive committees, joint conferences, etc. 


(3) That the above connection should have an or- 
gvanie and business character, and be expressed in the 
- joint preparation of revolutionary actions and in the con- 
certed manner of their realization both on a national 
and international scale. 


(4) That it is imperative for every country to strive 
to unite the revolutionary trade union organizations, 
and for the establishment of close every-day contact be- 
tween the Red Trade Unions and the Communist Party, 
for the carrying out of the decisions of both Congresses.” 
(16). 


Adoption of this resolution calling on the workers 
of the world to recognize a political party, “the 
Third (Communist) International as the vanguard 


of the Revolutionary Labor Movement in all parts: 


of the world” destroyed the Congress and destroved 


(16) “Phe Reds-in Congress: A-report of the First ei 


ternational Congress of the Red Trade Union International, 


by J. T. Murphy.”. London, England. Pages 18 and 19. 
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chances for success in the outside world of the “Red” 
Union International. 

Numerous delegates held this opinion, its pro- 
ceedings from this time on being considered in a 
half-hearted, manner. Labor Opposition deiegates 
held conferences on world-wide Labor during future 
sessions of the Convention in a room removed from 
the Congress hall and also in an hotel room, with 
the door guarded carefully against Communist pok 
itical party interruptions, from midnight until three 
or four o’clock in the morning. 

Your delegate, luke several other delegates, and 
revolutionary labor conferences meeting in various 
European countries since then, held the view that 
the proceedings of the Congress from this time on 
were of minor importance. 


Since he was refused an opportunity to speak on 
this burning question and since discussion of all other 
questions must be built on this proposition, he did 
not hand in his name to speak on any other subjects 
voting against and NEVER with the Lozovsky ma- 
chine on numerous subsequent occasions in protest 
against proceedings carried on on a wrong founda- 
tion. ° 

That your. delegate is not alone in considering 
everything else depended.on proper settlement of 
the relationship of the two movements is evident, 
Lozovsky himself, in his introduction to ‘‘Resolutions 
and Decisions of the First International Congress of 
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Revolutionary Trade and Industrial Unions,” Ahan 


ready quoted, saying: 
“The decision on the relations with the Third 
Communist International predetermined all 
further decisions of the congress and the dis= 
cussions which sprang later only completed the 
already developed and expressed views of the 
basic questions.” (17.) 
Dead is the “Red” Labor International born in 
Moscow! REQUIESCAT IN PACE. (May she 


rest in peace. ) 


CHAPTER XVI. 


FuNERAL CEREMONIES ! 


One of the most interesting sessions following the 
adjournment of the International Union Congress 
was that of the “Central Council of the Red Labor 
Union International”, so-called, a very dead meeting 
to mourn over the corpse. From a spectator’s view- 
point it was amusing for Lozovsky and others, includ- 
ing George Andreychine, endeavored to “lecture” 
George Williams, delegate from the I. W. W. 


Andreychine, one of the I. W. W. men who fled 


from America when called upon to go back to prison 


to serve a term received during the infamous Chicago ~ 


trial, arrived in Moscow during the Congress. . ’ Midst 


Ss 


excitement, when he was called on to speak, it was 


(17) > “The Red Labor International: Resolutions and 


Decisions,” published in Chicago, already quoted. “Introduc~. 


tion” by A. Lozovsky. Page 5 
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announced that “George Andreychine, who has just 
escaped from an American prison will speak.” He 
did so, declaring he and other political party Com- 
munists were “boring from within” the I. W. W. 
He charged also that members of the I. W. W. in the 
convention room were “counter-revolutionists” but, 
on taking his seat, was asked why he uttered such 
words. After severe criticism he went to the plat- 
form and gsked the stenographer to strike out these 
remarks. 


Here is that part of Andreychine’s speech before 
the “Central Council”, discussing your delegate: 


“His (Williams’) vote on the statutes of the Red 
Trade Union International was contrary to the instruc- 
‘tions he received direct from the convention. He states — 
that the convention’s instructions are ‘merely. an. indcrse- 
ment of this international.’ What a pity! I cannot see 
how he could vote against the following five fundamen- 
tal principles of the Red Trade Union International. 1. 
Endorsement of the principles of the revolutionary class 
struggle with capitalism and the bourgevis state. 3. 
Recognition of the necessity of the overthrow of capital- 
ism through the social revolution and the establishment 
of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat in the transition 
period. 4. Recognition and submission to the interna- 
tional proletarian discipline. 5. United acton with ell 
revolutionary and Communist organizations of a given 
country for the purpose of offensive and defensive strug- 

gle against the bourgeoisie. 

“The French Anarcho-Syndicalists, the Spanish and 
the Italian Syndicalists even-voted for these principles. 
The only one voting against them being Williams of the 
I. W. W. and Caseaden of Canada.” (18), 


(18) “Voice of Labor,” Chicago political party Commun. 
ist paper, Oct. 21, 1921. Pages 6 and 7. 
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Again your delegate quotes Lozovsky, Chairman 
of the Machine that wrecked the International ie 


ion Congress: 


“The decision on the relations with the Third Giestnes 
nist International pre-determined all further decisions 
of the Congress and the discussions which sprang later 
only completed the already developed and expressed . 
views of the basic questions.” 


After such a decision, made by “gagging” dis- 
sussion, your delegate did and again would vote 
“No! No! No!” on every proposition oe se 
such a quarter. Pe cae 

High-sounding phrases, declarations of. belief in 
this or that revolutionary program, count for naught 
when used by men who fear the truth, from men 
afraid to hear the other side, from. men objecting 
to discussion of Labor questions by delegates from 
Labor groups sending them to participate in ~open 
discussion. | 

If a burlesque company made a busiegee out of 
one of Shakespeare’s plays by mouthing certain 
phrases in that play would one favor this burlesque 
of Shakespeare and uphold the “actors?” | 

If a burlesque “shimmy” “dancer” pretended to 
dance one of Tschaikowsky’s ballet series would one 
applaud her just because she made a burlesque of 
this ballet ? 

Why try to mix Irving’s aehnE with burlesque 

“elocutionists ?”’ 

Why try to mix Palins s oe with A eee 

“dancers ?” 


oi 


Why try to mix burlesque labor shows with a real 
[nternational Labor Congress, a real effort of labor 
to do something to bring about the overthrow of the 
sapitalist class ? 

Labor politicians fearing the light may mouth 
certain revolutionary phrases but men and women of 
Tabor will consider their source! 

Shiver! Shudder! 


“Let Williams and Cascaden be led to execution 
in Red Square!” Knight, Foster and other North 
American “revolutionists,”-each dreaming he is Len- 
ine, Trotsky or a ‘“‘Commissar,’”’ may command. But 


they are actors in a burlesque show. 

(No reflection on Lenine, Trotsky or hard-work- 
.ing Commussars in Russia is meant in this compar- 
ison. ) 

But, after all, who will decide? The workers of 
North America, not any persons reporting to them 
about a Labor congress in Russia, will decide. That 
they will uphold those plotting to destroy economic 
organization, is impossible. Labor’s history proves it. 


*OHAPTER XVIT. 


“Labor Opposition” MEETS. 


Congress reports making it appear that the Ca- 
nadian delegation was a unit on certain questions 
later brought up in the convention are incorrect. 
When revisers of speeches published in the printed 
reports had Communist political party partisans 
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stand over them to tell them what parts of speeches 
they must put in or leave out in certain speeches 
it can be seen how much “dope” was put into these 
“doctored” documents. | 


Cascaden voted in opposition to the Machine in | 
Control on’ EVERY’ QUESTION DISCUSSED 
IN CONGRESS AFTER “GAGGING” OF DIS- — 
CUSSION ON THE BASIC QUESTION. 

It is true that certain of these proposals, if built 
on a proper foundation, would find approval among 
all radicals but your delegate considered’ himself in 
duty bound to protest against EVERY proposition. 
of a Congress running on the wrong track, fair as 
that proposition itself might appear. 

Certain members of the Labor Opposition fa- — 
vored complete withdrawal from the Congress, your 
delegate being among them. After this definite 
“gagging” of discussion we urged the Labor Opposi- 
tion to lose no time in withdrawing from the Con- 
gress so that it might draw up a program for world- 
wide education of Labor along economic action lines, 
to defend Labor from political party efforts to con- 
trol, to establish an International Bureau .and to 
prepare the way for a real International Congress 
of Labor somewhere outside Russia. | 

Surely such action ought to be favored by dele 
gates from North America—a continent affected 
particularly! by a program declaring for political — 
party domination over Labor and the gee of 
Revolutionary Industria] Unionism. 
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Labor Opposition delegates held numerous ses- 
sions—nearly always in the night and nearly al- 
ways in a delegate’s hotel room, where lack of space 
made it necessary for some to sit on a bed or the 
floor while others stood. 


Translation difficulties—for the discussions were 
carried on in several languages—hampered our 
work for members of Russia’s Labor Opposition, 
who ran risk of imprisonment or coercion for their 
interest in Labor’s cause, translated, when possible, 
though sometimes we found it necessary to carry on 
this work as best we could among ourselves. 


Communist political party delegates, handpicked 
and given instructions to “blindly follow the leader” 
and put through his definite program in a country 
where they had all the powers of the police depart- 
ment to support them, could act in a united man- 
ner. | 

But conditions differed for delegates endeavoring 
to represent a rank and file in various countries 
affected by Communist political party efforts to de- 
atroy Revolutionary Unionism. In Spain, at least, 
nine out of every ten militant workers had no use 
for Communist political parties or any other political 
parties. In France the Revolutionary Syundicalist 
group inside the minority of the General Confedera- 
tion of Labor was all powerful, having a much larger 
representation inside this minority organization than 
the Communist political party group. Italy’s Syn- 
dicalist delegates, through difficulties of travel (the 
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German government permitted the Italian Commun-— 
ist political party and Italian General Confederation 
of Labor delegates to obtain passport visas though it 
refused absolutely to give them to the Syndiealists) 
arrived in. Moscow at the conclusion of the OCon- 
gress. ‘They attended two or three meetings of La- © 
bor Opposition members still in Moscow, agreeing. 
however, that their organization of 700,000 mem- 
bers, all favoring overthrow of the capitalist system. 
insisted on, monies Wess ob: any political 
party International. 


Communist politicians found it nceessary = deal 
with these representatives from these three countries 
in a way differing very much from that ‘taken 
toward Labor Opwosition representatives from Ger- 
many, Seandinavia, Holland, the United States, Ca- 
nada and Great Britain, where these Communist 
politicians came out clearly for destruction of Revo- 
lutionary Unionism. Delegates from Germany, 
Sweden, Norway, Denmark and: Holland were in : 
definite opposition. So was Tom: Barker, an Eng- 
lishman, the delegate from Argentina and Uruguay, 
Britain’s independent groups found it impossible to. 
send delegates to Russia, financial difficulties being 
one reason, according to declarations made to your 
delegate on his return trip. to Not America 
through England. 

North America’s Labor Oppose dslooa the eS 
decisive votes (Williams of the United States and 


Cascaden of Canada) found themselves in a position — 
& ‘ 
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still more peculiar, due,very much, to the represen- 
tations of Boris Reinstein, who never forgot the 
“Battle of 1908” when Daniel DeLeon, his master, 
and other members of the Socialist Labor party, 
were defeated and expelled from the Industrial 
Workers of the World. ‘His Master’s Voice,” 
speaking from the grave, possibly told him to continue 
his destructive tactics against Revolutionary Indus- 
trial Unionism free from political party frills! Rein- 
stein never failed, from their appearance in Moscow, 
to put a stumbling block in the way of North Am- 
erica’s Labor Opposition delegates—at all times 
showing his determination to block co-operation. 

So these, North American delegates stood. prac- 
tically alone on one or two questions discussed in 
the Congress, and, of course, were among those 
‘favoring complete withdrawal. 


Nor did many Labor Opposition delegates expect 
the Communist political party advocates to go so far 
in their use of “gag rule” and “Tammany Hall tac- 
tics |” 


They did not expect it would be necessary to at- 
tend a Labor Opposition conference of this nature! 


CHAPTER XVIII. 


“Tapor Opposition” Seeks INDEPENDENCE. 


Labor Opposition delegates drew up severai dec- 
larations, submitting them to the Congress. Certain 
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of them objected to the unfair representation from _ 
pastoral communities while others set forth leery = 
Labor’s position. 

This declaration, submitted and signed by Ger: 
man Labor Opposition delegates only, gives a fair 
idea of the attitude assumed by the Labor oe = 
tion generally : 


“To the representatives of independent revolutionary — 
organizations of every country to the first Congress 
of the Red Trade and' industrial Union.International, 
who have been forced into a minority. ; 

“Comrades: 

“The revolutionary unions of the whole world find 
themselves at the mercy of a dependent, uncontrollable 
minority, coming from within, unions affiliated with 
Amsterdam, both ideologically and organically, and who 
now constitute the majority in this Congress. 

“All decisions so far made in this Congress have - 
been made at the dictates of thcse (Communist) miner- 
ity groups. All coming decisions will naturally be of - 
the same character. 

“Our organizations have thus already been deprived 
of our right within this International. We are subject 
to the bidding of the Third International and also sub- 
ject to the bidding of those who with their finances 
and numbers make up and strengthen the influence of — 
the Amsterdam International. 

“This subjection amounts to nothing 1 more or less 
than that our organizations must give up their indepen- 
dence to a national and international Mass Staff. It is 
even demanded that our organizations disband. It is 
demanded that revolutionary organizations dig their own 
grave. 

“We find it necassary to protest most energetically 
and in a closed phalanx against such aims, 

“The welfare of the international labor movement 
does not require an International composed, of nuclei 
and groups, but an International of self-supporting 
independent organizations. 

“In case the revolution would not be served by our 
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opposition being without results here and since another 
international grouping of independent unions outside of 
the Red Trade Union International would mean a fur- 
ther split of the labor movement, we do not proceed to 
such steps before every means have been exhausted im 
making our influence felt against the present character 
of the Red Trade Union International; and further be- 
cause of the fact that the Red International being dom- 
inated by cell groups makes it a farce; 

“Therefore be it resolved, 

“The unions which constitute the opposition in this 
Congress form a united group as to purposes inside the 
Red Trade Union International with the aim of working 
together in close solidarity in case the leadership of the 
Red Trade Union International should expel one or the 
other of the organizations holding these views or other- 
wise exert its authority. 

“The aim and purpose of our opposition shall be to 
transform the fictitious Red Trade Union International 
into. a real International and to fight against all reform- 
ist, opportunist and other tendencies inimical to the 
movement, and to provide for its practical revolutionary 
character. 

“For the welfare of the labor movement of the whole 
world we invite all delegates to join with us. 

“Freie Arbeiter Union (Felsenkirchen), Allgemeine 
Arbeiterunion Deutschlands, Deutscher Shiffahrtsbund. 

“Moscow, 14th July, 1921.” 


Lozovsky read this declaration with indignation. 
Aj lengthy declaration, hurriedly drawn up for 
the Labor Opposition by a French delegate, at the 


close of the International Union Congress, is another 


document pointing out, though not very clearly, the 


need for independent economic action. 


It is signed by representatives from the following 
organizations: 

Italian Syndicalist Union. 
National Confederation of Spain. 


Confederation of Revolutionary Syndicalists of 
France. 
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I. W. W. of America, 
Central Labor Organization of Sweden. 
General Labor Union (Germany). 
Free Labor Union’ (Gelsenkirchen, Germany). 
Free Association of Farm Laborers (Germany). 
Association of Manual and Brain Workers (Germany). 
German Marine Workers. 
Federalist Association of Denmark. 
Workers’ Federation of Argentina and Uruguay. 
Holland National Labor Central. 
Syndicalist Federation of Norway, 
and : 
Your Delegate. 
This Italian organization has 700, 000 members ; | 
the Spanish, 900,000 members, and the French. 


400,000 members. 


This declaration says: « 


“Being gathered in Moscow, after the closing of the — 
Red Labor Union International Congress, we—the repre- 
sentatives of the revolutionary Syndicalist minority— 
agreed to form the left wing of the labor movement, 
organized ons Syndicalist principles. The need of such 
action had not only made itself felt, but has become im- 
perative for numerous reasons, ee BN 

It savs further: 


“The working class, organized syndicalistically, con- 
sider itself thoroughly capable to. manage its own 
affairs; it declares that it knows its interests and that 
it will be able zealously ito guard its independence and ~ 
autonomy.” 


The Labor Opposition expected to have a Bureau 
in Paris ‘‘to serve as the connecting link between 
the above named organizations ; exchange informa- — 
tion; take the initiative in arranging conferences, 


and f organize energetic Sropependa in all the COMME 


tries eel on the basis of this manifesto.” 


But certain Labor Opposition delegates from _ 


countries near to Russia got word to hurry home im 
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defence of their organizations from Communist pol- 
itical party efforts at destruction, and the Bureau 
never was established. 

Holland, home of the despised “Amsterdam In- 
ternational” of capitalist-controlled labor boclies, nay 
also house a Bureau for international communication 
between Revolutionary Industrial Unionists and Syn- 
dicalists (labor groups which neither permit capital- 
ists nor political parties to control them), thereby 
carrying out the decision of the Berlin conference 
of Syndicalist aud Industrial Unions in December, 
1920. 

CHAPTER XIX. 


“FRIENDS” oF Russia InugurE Her. 


Political party Communists anxious to build up 
their position as sole defenders of every action of Rus- 
sia often: defeat the very objects of Russia’s officials! 

A case in point is reference in North America to 
the quiet work of certain delegates to the Interna- 
tional Union Congress in Moscow for release or bet- 
ter treatment of revolutionary workers held in Rus- 
sia’s prisons. ., | 

William Z. Foster, in a booklet on Russia already 
mentioned, refers slightingly to the activities of these 
delegates in this respect while certain other delegates 
favorable to domination of economic organizations bv 
a Communist political party discuss it in “whisper- 
ing” campaigns, or otherwise. 
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Your delegate was the only delegate from North 
America with a Decisive vote who was a member of 
this committee. Williams, of the IL W. W., arrived 
in Moscow a short time before the opening of the 
International Union Congress, and was therefore not 
conversant with the work of the committee, even it 
he had desired to join in its efforts in behalf of revo- 
lutionary workers in prison. Certain individual mem- 
bers of the I. W. W., including an exile, who had fled 
to Russia to escape a ten year term in prison in the 
United States, where already he had served years 
behind prison bars for his class war activities, made 
stirring speeches on this question at one meeting of 
the committee. | 


It, however, is left for your delegate to uphold 
what we of this committee tried to do. Jf Fester 
and others did not mention it in North America your 
delegate would not do so for people not close te a 
workers’ revolution can understand the difficulties of 
those endeavoring to carry out a certain program they 
believe ultimately will aid labor. Your delegate, 
since his return to North America, spoke, free of 
charge, at three or four small meetings to raise famine 
relief funds for Russia. -At each he endeavored to 
deal with subjects that would not cause controversy | 
over Russia’s internal policies. In a news article in 
a Canadian daily newspaper, which features a head- 
line on it across its First Local News page, your dele- 
gatetells of his interview with Lenine, an interview in 
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which Tom Mann, the British labor man, who favors 
the policy of the International Union Congress, was 
one of your delegate’s associates. Yet your delegate, 
in that article, makes no reference whatsoever to the 
object of that midnight interview with Lenine—dis- 
cussion of ill-treatment of revolutionary political 
prisoners. Your delegate also has refused to give 
information to certain natives of the Ukraine favor- 
ing a well-known peasant leader’s military attacks on 
the Communists. Foster and other delegates, how- 
ever, raise the question, forcing a short discussion of 
a subject that can do no good to Russia or those en- 
deavoring to administer its difficult affairs. 


How little these North American “super-revolu- 
tionists” really know of the actual activities of this 
committee! Do they know that Lenine himself told 
a delegation from this committee and Tom Mann, 
who accompanied it, that high officials of the Rus- 
sian government realized the injury reports of ill- 
treatment. of revolutionary workers in Russian pris- 


ons did to the cause these officials were endeavoring 
to further ? 


~ Russia, like outside countries, is and always was 
in control of a small group. It is under control of 
a rigid dictatorshiy, just as control of any other 
country is controli: . by a small group, and particu- 
lavly a group of political party members under- 
standing more about propaganda than operation. of 
industry. Such a dictatorship does not mean the 
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control of Czarists, Constitutional Democrats, Men- 
sheviks and others of a counter-revolutionary or ex- 
treme Right Wing only. It means still more rigid 
control over the actions of the Left Wing—of Left 
Wing Communists, Left Wing Anarchists (for many 
Right Wing Anarchists are active officials in the 
higher councils of the Russian government), Revolu- 
tionary Syndicalists, Revolutionary Industrial Un- 
ionists, Left Socialist Revolutionists and others in no 
way favorable to counter-revolution. These Left 
Wing groups really oppose the present regime bo- 
cause ‘they consider it compromises too much with 
the capitalists, the bourgeoisie and the “hold-overs”’ 
of the old Ozarist regime. ; 
When, your delegate left Russia, weeks after 
Knight, Foster and Batt, many Left Wing members 
of the Communist party as well as members of the - 
other Left groups referred to in the preceding para- 
graph jwere still in prisons. They, and not the up- 
holders of the old order and prisoners without rad- 
ical tendencies who call themselves citizens of capi- 
talist countries were receiving the hardest treatment. 


Lenine, in this interview, told certain French, 
Spanish, Mexican, German and Scandinavian dele- 
gates, as well as Tom Mann and your delegate, the 
members of the sub-committee, who spent two hours 
with him, that many innocent naturally suffer. How 


could we expect it otherwise during a revolution? — 


He explained how Trotsky had to use many officers 
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of the old Czarist army in building up an efficient 
military machine and that in the same way many of 
the old Czarist secret and other police naturally were 
employed in the Cheka and in prisons. He blamed 
them for excesses though we all know that any group 
in control \is likely to become extreme in its efforts 
to keep down those most likely to take power from 
it. This is what certain delegates who studied the 
situation in Russia feel is the case in that country. 
“Perhaps there are,” was Lenine’s answer to your 
delegate’s question as to whether or not Industrial 
Unionists are among the revolutionary political pris- 
oners. From sources your delegate considers reli- 
able he learned that Industrial Unionists and Syndi- 
calists are in prison while 18 members of the Labor 
Opposition inside the Communist party are also 
there because of their advocacy of workers’ control 
over the industries instead of control from the top 
down by members of a political party. Many An- 
archists as well as Communist party members are in 
prison because of energetic advocacy of their views.. 


CHAPTER XX. 


Revotutionists RerusE CoMproMisk. 


Most feared of all revolutionists in Russia, how- 
ever, are members of the Left Socialist Revolutionary 
party, which joined in the Revolution and complete 
overthrow of all exploiters of labor. Wholeheartedly 
did it co-operate with Bolshevik Communists, Anarch- 
ists, Syndicalists, Industrial Unionists and others in 
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overthrowing Kerensky and other comproinisers in 
November, 1917, giving whole-hearted support until 
the Brest Litovsk treaty with German Imperialism, 
a treaty used on numerous occasions since that time 
as a precedent for numerous other compromises. 
These Left Socialist Revolutionists also opposed any 
compromise whatsoever with the Allies. They never 
would compromise with capitalist governments, pre- 
ferring to see the Revolution, if necessary, drowned 
in their own blood with “No Compromise” written 
across the blood Red Flag. This was why certain 
of their members carried out instructions to assas- 


sinate Count Mirbach, German ambassador, on June 
G2 1918: 


They declared that one compromise with capital 
brought no end to compromises and that any dealing 
with capitalists must result in corruption of an ideal. 


Though the Left Socialist Revolutionists scorned 
compromise with capitalists or other opponents of © 
Labor control they favored compromise with the peas- 
ants and town workers. They declared that since 95 
per cent of Russia’s people are peasants this formid- 
able group must be considered in anv program. They 
favored co-operation between the town worker and the 
peasant, including an exchange of finished articles by 
the town worker for food and raw material. They 
declared it impossible to have a Marxian revolution 
in a country without numerous highly developed in- 
dustries and that all should realize this fact. 
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While we in Western Countries know that indi- 
vidual assassination would harm instead of help work- 
ers’ control in these industrial nations a study of 
Russian history shows that Russia has bad many hap- 
penings to give arguments to those favoring these tac- 
tics in that country. Certainly such a policy, how- 
ever, never could help North America! 


These quotations from “Six Red Months in Rus- 
sia”, by Louise Bryant, (wife of the late lamented 
John Reed) who knows more about Russia than any 
recent visitor to that country ever could hope to know, 
refer to Marie Spirodonova, who, at 30 years of age, 
rushed back from an eleven years’ exile in Siberia to 
the scene of struggle during the Kerensky revolution: 


“No other woman in Russia has quite the worship 
from the masses of the people that Spirodonova has. 
Soldiers and sailors address her as ‘dear comrade’ instead 
of just ordinary ‘tavarish.? She was elected president 
of the first two All-Russian Peasant Congresses held in 
Petrograd and she swayed those congresses largely at 
her will. Later she was chairman of the executive com- 
mittee of the Peasants’ Soviets and is an extremely in- 
fluential leader in the Left Socialist Revolutionist party. 
(19.) 


“* * * And to Spirodonova I wish also to make 


my salaam. I have not met a woman her equal in any 
country.”  (20.) 

“4  * * Spirodonova as a member of the Left So- 
cialist Revolutionary party is surrounded by a number 
of the finest young idealists in Russia, Here is the only 
party that in a crisis risees above party for the benefit 


(19) “Six Red Months in Russia,” by Louise Bryant, 
New York, 1918. _Page 166. 


(20) “Six Red Months in Russia,” by Louise Bryant.’ 
Page 168. 
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uf the nation. It will have more and more to say 4s 
the revolut‘on settles down.” (21.) 


When your delegate left Russia, a little more ihan 
three months ago, Spirodonova was in a prison hos- 
pital, surrounded by spies. Clara Zetkin, of Ger- 
many, one of the ablest defenders of the Third (Com- 
munist political party) International appealed for 
better treatment for Spirodonova, during~ the last 


summer, but Trotsky steadfastly refused to permit 
her release. 


The case of Marie Spirodonova is a case in point. 
If she leaves prison she will oppose, by every means, 
every effort at compromise with capitalists. What 
must be done with such ardent revolutionists? This 
is the question puzzling many Russian officials. 


“The Workers’ Opposition in the Russian Com- 
munist Party” (22) is the name of a pamphlet 
written by Alexandra Kollontay, declaring in favor 
of more control of Russia’s affairs by its actual 
workers. This pamphlet, written by a recognized” 
Marxian scholar and veteran member of the Commu- 
nist party, criticizes the highest government officials 
for continued persecution of Communist party mem- 
bers who disagree with the all-powerful minority of 
the party in control of Russia’s affairs. Possession 

f this pamphlet inside Russia is forbidden under 


(21) “Six Red Months in Russia,” by Louise Bryant. 
Page 170. 

(22) “The Workers’ Opposition in the Russian Commun- 
- ist Party.’ by Alexandra Kollontay. Educational Bureau, 
1001 West Madison St., Chicago, Ill., U. S. A 
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_ penalty of imprisonment. KKollontay is an active 
‘member of that growing group inside the ruling 
party which is called the ‘Workers’ Opposition” (a 
group favoring co-operation with various other 
groups of revolutionary workers combining in a gen- 
eral movement known as the “Labor Opposition”). 


The committee having to do with the condition of 
revolutionary political prisoners and high govern- 
ment officials carried on certain negotiations for re- 
lease of various prisoners, an arrangement even being 
made to have certain men and women released from 
prison so that they might accompany delegates out- 
side Russia where they could do excellent propaganda 
work against world-wide capitalism though they are 
considered dangerous to the plans of the Russian gov- 
ernment itself if let free in that country. Among 
men with whom the committee dealt are Lunacharsky, 
People’s Commissar for Edueation, and Dzerjinsky, 
President of the Extraordinary Commission 


(Cheka). 


These negotiations moved along well until the last 
session of the International Union Congress. An- 
houncement came that Buchearin, one of the highest 
men in the government of Russia, would address the 
delegates in place of Lenine, who was unable to at- 
tend. Everyone expected he would deal with world- 
wide questions. But, to the surprise of everyone, he 
launched into a bitter personal attack on the political 
prisoners and those interested in them. Lozoysky 
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and others endeavored to stop a member of the com: — 
mittee from making reply, their efforts to continue - 
“gag rule” tactics resulting in the greatest uproar of — 
the whole Congress. Delegates stood on chairs sing- 
ing the “Internationale” when Lozovsky endeavored 
to speak. For several minutes the convention floor 
was not unlike the New York stock exchange with 
every one shouting, including spectators who rushed 
from their seats onto the convention floor itself. — 
When many ‘delegates. were about to walk out it was 
decided to give the floor to Sirolle, French Syndical+ 
ist, and an active member of the committee. Sirolle 
then made the most eloquent and most logical speech 
of the whole convention, delegates discussing his de- 
fence of revolutionary political prisoners and chas¢ 
tisement of Bucharin for many days after the Con- 
gress was dead and forgotten. 
Unfortunate indeed is it that Foster and other — 
delegates have »discussed this subject in America, in 
an endeavor to make it appear that this committee 
co-operated: with those who burned bridges and de- 
stroyed buildings in their factional fighting with the 
government of Russia. Your delegate has written | 
much on, the question of political prisoners in Canada 
and in the United States.. He upheld Winnipeg gen- — 
eral strike victims and Russians cast into prison in 
this country during war hysteria, as well as Com: 
munists and others imprisoned by the ruling class in — 
the United States. He would be ashamed of himself 
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if he did not join the committee considering this ques 
tion in Russia. 


CHAPTER XXI. 


“SupeR-REVOLUTIONISTS” TALK. 


Labor everywhere is busy taking stock. It is 
searching its soul, if it has one, to find and remedy 
its shortcomings. Certain radical organizations in 
Europe have repudiated in toto the actions of their 
delegates won over to the Moscow program. Other 
organizations, favorable to working in some way with 
Moscow but not willing to submit to dictation by 
the Third (Communist) political party International, 
insist on the calling of another Congress to divorce 
the two Internationals. Other organizations hold 
aloof while others still actually oppose the Moscow 
International. _ 

All these organizations, however, unite in opposi- 
tion to the Amsterdam (labor) International, so- 
called, and will not have anything to do with it. 
- Neither will they affiliate with a Fourth Interna- 
tional, now! forming, for it is ruled’ from the top 
down by Communist political party politicians dif- 
fering on tactics with the Moscow Third (Commun- 
ist) International. 

Nor is failure of the “Red Union International,” 
so-called, alone due to opposition of militant labor 
groups outside Russia. 

Several of the “real friends of Russia” who posed 
as revolutionists every time they saw the Red Guard 
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march past their rooms in Moscow’s finest hotels 
will not discuss the tactics used, the efforts to “con- 


trol” delegates and the resslaners adopted in Mos- 
cow before bodies of wage workers of labor organ-— 
izations supposedly represented by them. 


“Seeing red” was Bue of the favorite pastimes of 


certain Soetolaton in ’ delegates, Joseph Knight 


being among -the number. Whether or not the sight _ 
of numerous red flags displayed in Moscow while he 


was there or scarlet hats, now considered ultra-fash- 


ionable among ultra r-r-r-revolutionary women in 
North America, affected his vision, the fact remains 
that Joe wrote an article picturing Western Canada _ 


as blood-red ripe for revolution with her toilers- =f 


ready-to man the barricades. 


“Moscow” contained an artiele on the Wananga 
Labor Movement,” by Joseph Knight, in which he 
suid: “It is not possible to understand the Cana- 
dian labor movement unless one has lived in it. Even 
then to know the movement one must travel, for the. 
West is sharply divided from the Bastoathe West-— 
ern section of the movement being revolulonaty and — 
that of the East dominated by ‘safe and sane’ pe 
bourgeois democrats.” He says further: 


“That the problem in Canada is to unify Te 
working class of the east, as the west at any time 
can be depended upon should a revolu lion crisis | 
be precipitated.” : be a 

Later in the same article he also declares that: — e 
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“All attempts of the government to violate custom- 
ary procedure in the administration of the sedition 
laws have failed. For instance when the Winnipeg strike 
committee was arrested the government sent a commis- 
sion from Ottawa. with power under the Immigration 
Act to investigate the case ‘in camera,’ and to deport 
the prisoners without trial. This action was the signal 
for a series of spontaneous demonstrations from Van- 
couver to Halifax and so strong was the wave of re- 
sentmen that the government conceded a‘jury _ trial. 
The fighting spirit of the workers is a source of fear to 
the government and when unemployment became gen- 
eral unprecedented amounts were distributed to allay the 
growing discontent. From the above it will be seen 
that there is enough well informed and_ experienced 
revolutionists to form a real Comnmimist Party and a 
move in that¢tirection has already been made.” (23). 


One answer only is needed for this “WELL IN- 
FORMED AND EXPERIENCED REVOLU- 
TIONIST.” In the “One Big Union Bulletin,” 
official organ of the One Big Union, which Nnight 
represented at the Congress, is a report of the Third 
Annual Convention of that organization, containing 


these paragraphs: 


“Comrade Knight, who has recently returned from 
Moscow, where he attended the Red Trades Union In- 
ternational reported on his activities there and explained 
the R. T. U. L, its structure and objec's, He was in 
favor of affiliation. His address was perhaps the most 
interesting part of the proceedings. A considerable num- 
ber of questions were asked by the delegates, which 
were answered by Del. Knight. 

“The committee which was to report on various reso- 
lutions calling for affiliation, reported to the effect that 
so much confusion existed in th: minds of the workers 
as to the real nature of the R. T. U. L. that a campaign. 


(23) Article entitled “Canadian Labour Movement: 


J. 


Knight” in “Moscow: Organ of the Third Congress of the 
Communist International.” Vol. 1, No, 23; June 23, 1921. 


Page one, column one. 
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of education should be conducted before it was possible 
to get an intelligent vote on the subject. 

“The recommendation of the committee was adopted 
by the convention and a campaign as outlined will be 
started in the near future. 

“Several delegates openly expressed their hostility to 
affiliation, basing their arguments on the assumption 
that affiliation would hamper further organization work. 

“Here is a question which will have to be decided 
sooner or later. Get busy and see that it is discussed 
on the floor of your unit meetings. Get some of the ad- 
vocates of affiliation to be present and give their case. 
When a, vote is finally taken let’s be sure that it really 
expresses the desire of the mass of our membership, 
and let that vote be an'intelligent expression. There is 
something here for the Educational Committees to get 
busy on this coming winter.” (24). 


If the Moscow “Red Labor Internaasee ” g0- 
called, was revolutionary and if Western Canada is 
so prepared for revolution why is it that “several — 
delegates openly expressed their hostility to affilia- 
tion, /basing their arguments on the assumption that 
affiliation would hamper further organization work ?” 


CHAPTER ms aCe . 
“Suppr-REvOLUTIONISTS” “Briurr’ Russta. 
It is unfair to blame the Russians for falling 


into the almost fatal error of crediting all the stories 
of wild-eyed ‘well-informed and experienced revo- 


lutionists’” who picture revolution in their particular 


sections of the globe as just around the corner. For 
years Russian radicals have fought to protect the 


revolution against innumerable foes inside and out- ya 


(24). Report of Third Annual Convention of the One Big ~ 
Union, held in Winnipeg, in the ‘One Big Union Bulletin,” 
its official weekly publication: Oct. 8, 1921. 
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side that marvelous country. If they were misled 
by “well informed and experienced revolutionists,”’ 
self-styled, in Canada and other places into thinking 
these countries would come to the support of a 
heroic band of real revolutionists by keeping the cap- 
italists and their forces busy in other countries it is 
not their fault. These noble men and women, for 
months and for years, with little to eat and little to 
wear, with privations none of us in other lands ever 
had to endure, carried on a fight for labor the world 
over. North American “revolutionists’’ simply 
“bluffed” Russia, that’s all. 

Russia now adopts a different policy. No longer 
does she depend on “revolutionists of the lip.” Their 
backs to the wall, Russia’s tired out government 
‘officials ask capitalists and others to come and de- 
velop Russia’s boyndless natural resources. 

Russia is far from perfect but it is easier to criti- 
eize than construct. What has the labor movement 
of any country eccomplished that it can cast a stone 
at Russia ? 

Every person who believes Labor should contro] 
what it produces—and Labor produces all—should 
help Russia. We must help her famine-stricken 
people. Hundreds of thousands are dying, partly, at 
least, as a result of the iron ring the British, the 
Canadian, the United States, the French, the Ger- 
man and other capitalist nations placed around a 
nation because it did not permit the capitalist class 
and other non-producers to exploit its people. Tens 
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Ss memeinate ae 


of thousands of Russians are dying slowly but surely 
as a direct result of a blockade permitting | to eee 
neither medicines of the simplest and most inexpen- — 
sive kind nor condensed milk for tiny tots which 
know not that this world is cursed by an exploiting : 


class. 


Yet some of those who live in countries whose 


workers do not oppose such a condition with arms 
or other weapons declare the workers of these coun- 


tries revolutionary! It is an insult for we who live 


in a land where we talk but do not act to tell 
these real revolutionists that we also are revolution- ioe 


ists “‘watchfully waiting’. 
CHAPTER XXTTE 


Russian Revoriurion Ratses Lasor’s Horus 


Many fine things are being accomplished in Rus- 
sia. It is easy to see faults; it is harder to remedy — 
them. Russia’s officials admit they are not perfect 
and .that Russia never was a paradise. Russia’s 
militant workers like outsiders visiting that country — 
to criticize. It is a revoluticn, and during a revolu- — 
tion many acts are committed quickly that would not 


be committed if time permitted investigation. _ 


It is unfair to judge a great people, a great move- 
ment, by two or three individuals, and we ought to 
remember that a Boris Reinstein learned to be tricky _ 
in North America, a land where capitalism is highly _ 
developed and whee trickery seems to ue a a pre: - 


mium. 
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A vast majority of Russia’s officials are of the 
finest type of men and women. We must support 
them for if the present group lost control tomorrow 
to any group other than the Labor Opposition group 
the greatest slaughter of progressive men and women 
in the world’s ‘history would redden the streets and 
highways of Russia. Nor would a_ stable “demo 
cratic” government, so-called, take its place fur Rus- 
sia would break up into innumerable chaotic com- 
munities, with bandits, often backed by capitalist 
governments, fighting for control. 


Though believers in Labor Unionism of a kind 
that will administer the world criticize Russia they 
give it support. They know that the Labor Oppo- 
sition opposing control by a small group is growing 
inside Russia, and that many members ot the Com- 
munist political party of Russia favor it. This La- 
bor Opposition movement in Russia is growing, ex- 
perienced workers in industries understanding their 
position in society favoring it. It is a movement of 
men and women “on the job” and hopes to build 
up Russia. 


Your delegate, under a pre-arranged plan with 
Sirolle, Gandeaux, La Bonne and other French Syn- 
dicalist friends, decided to leave Russia with them. 
We remained in Russia for several weeks after 
Knight, Foster, Batt and others of the North Amer- 
icon delegation, your delegate being the third last 
North American delegate to say farewell to this land 
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of workers’ hopes. Before doing so, however, he 
gave copies of the history of the Winnipeg strike, 
published by the Winnipeg Strike Defense Commit: 
tee, and also of the Canadian government’s report on 
Labor organization in Canada, an unusually accurate _ 
report as government reports go, to the Technica] 
Secretary of the “Red Union” library. In this way 
it may be possible for Russian revolutionists to get 
a little insight into the Labor movement of Canada. 
They may see how backward we are so far as revo- 
lutionary power. They may realize that a majority 
of Canada’s workers, East and West, still have faith — 
in capitalist courts, including capitalist jury trials 
and the British Privy Council. 


CHAPTER XXIV. 


“Srrrne Russra’—rrom Horer. Lux. 


Your delegate wishes to thank those who made 1 
possible for him to learn something about the great- 
est event in modern history. Though he refused to 
permit government guides to confine his observations 
to that side favorable to the Communist party; 
though he felt, unlike the delegates who believed it 
their duty to vote blindly with the government 
party, that he should meet groups of Russian revolu- 
tionists not affiliated with the Communist political 
party or any other political party; though he used 
his long years of training as an investigator fcr — 
newspapers in his capacity as writer, he is convinced 
more and more of the fact that Russia had a — 


00 


real revolution. He does not pretend to know very 
much about Russia for persons spending less than 
four months in Russia unable to speak Russian can- 
not know very much about Russia. Furthermore, 
the little he did learn about Russia already is ancient 
history for the changing economic policy of that 
country already has revolutionized many of the modes 


of life. 


Imagine, if you will, a visit to a large factory 
or a large industrial centre. If you go as a guest 
of the manager, as one who agrées with the methods 
of the manager and foremen, what will you see? 
Why, of course, just what the bosses want you to 
see. That is how these super-revolutionists from 
North America “saw Russia.’ They were the 
guests of the manager and the foremen even before 
they set sail from North America. Like ‘“Cook’s 
Tourists,” they made their headquarters in Hotel 
Lux, Moscow’s finest hotel, though all of them did 
not live in that hotel. Guides guided then where 
higher-up officials thought best. Factory and other 
trips were prearranged. 

You know how workers in a camp or a factory 
town very soon know if a visitor out to “see things” 
is a friend of the “boss.” So Russia’s “Labor Op- 
position,” those favoring workers’ control, judged 
delegates to the International Union Congress! In 
a city like Moscow, for years cut off from commu- 
nication with the outside world, it is very easy to 
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know much about a visitor speaking a foreign lan- 


guage. “Labor Opposition” delegates to the Inter-. . 


national Union Congress do not pretend to know 
very much about Russia but they saw part of the 
situation from two angles—from: that of the gov- 
ernment guides ever anxious to spread propaganda 
and also from that of the “Labor Opposition” anx-— 
lous to give the viewpoint of workers so disgusted 
with the old system that they favor control of in- 
dustry by producers themselves. 


A number of North American delegates with De- 
-cisive votes at the International Union Congress did 
not even visit Petrograd, though that city, in many 
respects, was MRussia’s greatest industrial centre. 
Hulet M. Wells, one of the most liberal-minded of 
these delegates, was the only one to visit the Famine 


Region, other delegates basing their experiences on 


information received from newspapers or other 
sources. Nearly all those lecturing on Russia in 
North America “saw Russia” from the Hotel Lux. 
Various proposed trips for delegates to distant sec- 
tions of Russia were cancelled because of the grow- 
ing seriousness of the famine situation. 


Your delegate wishes to thank the hotel help who 


made it possible for other delegates and himself to 
live in comparative comfort; the people who submit- 


ted, willingly or oiwillineby to a reduction in their 


already scanty food allowance so that other delegates 
and himself might have more food; the various at- 
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fendants; officials of the Third International, offic 
ials of the “Red Union” Bureau, and scores of other 
friends, both inside and outside the Communist pol- 
itical party. He also wishes to thank labor men and 
women in other countries who contributed to his in- 
formation while he was in Russia and also in coun: 
tries outsidd Russia. He also thanks the Fellow 
Workers whom he had the honor to represent as well 
as others who kindly contributed towards the sum of 
money necessary for him to make this expensive trip. 


CHAPTER XXV. 
Wuat Norru Amerroa Must Learn. 


Fellow Workers, in North America we have many 
responsibilities. We must face the truth and learn 
from our mistakes. We must aim ‘to unite the 
workers into one great industrial Labor organization 
with the operation of industry as our goal. We must 
study numerous problems confronting any class that 
would administer the affairs of society. 

Shall Unionism Die? 

Will the sun stop shining 4 

“Sun in the sky stop shining,” someone may 
sing. but does it stop shining ¢ 

“Unionism Die,” politicians and capitalists may 
ery. But does it die? 

Unionism is the sun of Labor, the light that La- 
bor sees. Unionism cannot die for it is born of tha 
industrial system; it must take the place of the in- 
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dustrial system—a system making it necessary toy e 


those engaged in industry to combine for self-pro- 
tection. That same necessity makes workers com- 
bine to prepare for control of industries so that they 
may carry on production for use and not for profit. 

Word goes out, on every side, that capitalism is 
ineflicient. Charles Beard, in no way connected with 
Labor Unions, expresses the thought of many: 

“It is evident that our present industrial organ- 
ization is faulty, just as the crude steam engine is 


‘because it wastes energy. Thecharge of inefficiency, — 


weakness and cruelty made against the present order 
need not be based upon sentiment about rich and 
poor or class jealousy, but upon mathematical cal- 
culations which can be made as soon as statistical 
departments turn their attention to the problem. 


“Tt is clear to any unprejudiced mind that a 


reorganization of industry is both necessary and de- 
sirable, not that one class may benefit at the ex- 


pense of another, but that the energy and wealth 
wasted in an irrational system may be saved to hu- 
manity, and that the bare struggle for a living may 
not occupy the best hours of the workers’ lives.” 


But the class struggle is not made by Labor. The 
system makes it. 


If the workers of North America were called 


upon to manage industry tomorrow morning, what 


would they do? Are they prepared? “No,” you 


say. Then who is to blame? You. 
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The class struggle will go on until you and others 
quit chasing political party and other rainbows and 
organize industrially for the purpose of preparing 
for operation of industry. By organizing  in- 
dustrially the workers in an industry everywhere can 
act together, or, if the situation calls for it, workers 
in a given community, employed in that industry, 
can unite for joint economic action with those in any 
other industry or all other industries. This indus- 
trial form of union, of course, means that all indus- 
trial unions will be a part of one great industrial 
union. 

Such an industrial union means unity with the 
workers of every section of the world in one great 
industrial union. 


“Workers of His World divide so Labor politico 
may guide you,” political Communists plot. 


“Workers of the world unite; you have nothing 
to lose but your chains and you have a world to 
gain” is Labor’s answer everywhere to the question: 
“Shall Unionism Die?’ 


Groups of individuals believing in Labor’s mis- 
sion must organize to carry on educational work in 
all the mills, mines, camps, workshops and _ other 
places where men and women engaged in production 
or service to those engaged in production do gathe1. 
Labor must learn to administer every avenue of or- 
ganization necessary to society. Labor can learn to 
depend on itself, Labor can organize to have and to 
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